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Nothing was gained—no man was ever convinced— 
by reproaches, by imputations, by blame cast upon 
anybody. But he proposed for a short time to go | 
into the history of this question and this policy; 
and to show, as he thought he could, in the first 
place, that it never was an old Federal doctrine; in | 
the next place, that it never was a Democratic doc- 
trine ; that, as between the two parties, the Demo- 
eratic party had chiefly built it up; but that all 
gentlemen on this floor, of all parties, stood pre- 
cisely upon that footing that they might vote either 
for these appropriations or against them, without 
any inconsistency, and without subjecting them- 
selves to the charge of deserting any party. 

To this one point Mr. V. mainly directed his 
argument, which he had not concluded when his 
hour expired. 

Mr. S. ADAMS expressed the reluctance which 
he felt to address the committee, feeling, as he 
did, that upon a party question he was in a very 
hopeless minority in this House. He considered 
this a proposition for general internal improve- 
ments, and not for special improvements. He was 
opposed to the whole system, and so he conceived 
were the whole Democratic party proper in the 
United States—a system which was repudiated by 
the Baltimore convention, whose resolutions had 
been so often referred to. He took a general view 
of the constitutional question, denying utterly the 
power of Congress to make any of these improve- 
ments, and arguing that if the Mississippi were ad- 
mitted to be within the pale of the Constitution, 
no dividing line could be drawn, and the same 
power must be conceded over every other minor 
river, creek, and stream. He also replied particu- 
larly to the argument of Mr. Consrasie, which 
deduced the power for the improvement of rivers 
and harbors from the general power of Congress 
to ‘“‘rerulate”? commerce, and contended that the 
true meaning and the authority conveyed under 
the term “ regulate,’? was to pass laws and rules 
upon which that commerce shail be conducted, and 
not to create commerce, or create improvements to 
facilitate it, by the establishment of roads and can- | 
als, and the opening of harbors. He dwelt upon 

the oppression of this system in its operation, and 
the bankruptcy and ruin to which it must lead, if 
adopted by the General Government. All that 
could be wrung from the people by way of taxa- 
tion, he said, would not be suflicient to defray the 
expenses of the system of internal improvements 
proposed by this bill to be commenced; and he 
avowed himself in favor of nipping it in the bud | 
by the summary and unqualified condemnation and 
rejection of this measure. 

Mr. SEVERANCE gave notice of an amend- 
ment, appropriating for the improvement in the 
tidewaters of the Kennebec river, $15,000. 

He briefly urged the importance of this appro- 
priation, and advocated the general system of im- | 
provements provided for in this bill; and devoted 
the remainder of his time to a general discussion || 


touching upon the commercial policy of Great || 
Britain and the United States, the Oregon ques- 
tion as connected therewith, and many other sub- 
jects. : 

Mr. DOUGLASS obtained the floor, and yield- || 


ed to an unsuccessful motion that the committee | 
rise, I} 


He further yielded to the following gentlemen, || 
who gave notice of their respective intentions to | 
offer, when in order, the following amendments. | 

To Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi: | 

‘For removal of obstructions in, and to open | 
‘the pass from the Mississippi river by way of the || 
‘Iberville and Amite rivers into Lake Maurepas | 
‘and Pass Manchac into Lake Pontchartrain, so || 
“as to connect the Gulf of Mexico and the Mis- || 
‘sissippi river, $20,000. | 

To Mr. COBB: } 

‘And that the sum of $50,000 be appropriated || 
‘for the improvement of the Flint river, in the | 
‘State of Georgia.” 

Messrs. J. R. INGERSOLL, SEABORN | 
JONES, and E. H. EWING, also gave notice of | 


certain amendments, which were not placed in the | 
possession of the reporter. | 
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Some conversation of a personal character fol- 
lowed between Messrs. DOUGLASS and JOHN 
H. EWING, arising out of the question of the 
right of the floor. 

The committee manifesting an unwillineness to 
rise, . 

Mr. DOUGLASS resumed the floor at a late 
hour, and proceeded in his remarks. 

It oceured to him, he said, that there were some 
powers in this Government that, by this time, 
ought to be conceded; that there were some prin- 
ciples which ought to be considered settled. When 
principles had been adopted, and powers exercised 
from the earliest existence of our Government 
down to the present day, and that with the con- 
currence of all parties, without a solitary excep- 
tion, he thought the policy which embodied them 
should at least be considered a settled policy. He 
made these remarks because of the attempt of some 
of his friends to read out of the republican 
party those who might differ with them. For 
himself, Mr. D. did not set up a standard for 


| others; he was perfectly willing that they should 


exercise their own free judgments in determining 
their respective courses, and he claimed the liberty 
of exercising the same freedom of opinion and 
action. He disclaimed all friendship to a genera! 
system of internal improvements, but maintained 
the constitutionality of the improvement of rivers, 
harbors, and navigable waters; ridiculing the de- 
finition imported from the English laws that 
navigabie waters are only those in which the tide 
ebbs and flows, (whieh would cut off the lakes 


from the list of ** navigable’? waters; although you 


cannot find a cord lone enough to reach the bottom 
of them at some points;) and showing its inappli- 
cability to this country—the facts of the case, 
upon which the law was based, being different in 
England, there being there no extended inland 
rivers, and none navigable except tide waters. 
Here, the state of the case being the reverse, it 
was absurd to attempt to transplant the law. He 
cited theauthority of Presidents Madison, Monroe, 
Jackson, and Van Buren, as fully sustaining the 
power of Congress over these identical improve- 
ments, and as even going further than he was 
willing to go; and he said that the leaders of the 
republican party had always maintained this power 


| over harbors, navigable rivers, light-houses, bea- 


cons, and buoys, which were now attempted to 
be rendered odious by a change of name, christen- 
ing them ‘ internal improvements.”* 

Mr. D. next passed to notice a remark of Mr. 
Yancey, in which he had spoken of Mr. D. and of 
those Democrats who support this bill, as only 
“pretended”? Democrats, and as acting in violation 


| of the resolutions of the Baltimore convention re- 


lative to the system of internal improvements. 
Having shown that he was supported in his advo- 


| cacy of the class of improvements contained in this 
| bill (though opposed to the general system of inter- 
| nal improvements) by the authority of the fathers 


of the republican school; and having disclaimed 
any attempt to read out of the Democratic church 
those who might not precisely agree with him 
upon ail points, Mr. D. proceeded to show that the 
gentleman from Alabama was at-teast equally ob- 


| noxious to the charge of not strictly adhering to 
| the Democratic text-book, adopted at Baltimore, in 


that part which declared that ‘‘the whole?’ of Ore- 


gon 1s ours, and that no part should be ceded to | 


Great Britain or any other Power, &c. 
Some conversation occurred between Messrs. 
DOUGLASS, WOODWARD, and YANCEY, 


upon the scope and meaning of this resolution of 


| the Baltimore convention, upon the question of its | 
| authority over the Democratic party, and the man- 


ner in which they had themselves conformed or 
non-conformed to it. In the course of this collo- 


quy, 
Mr. WOODWARD said that the Baltimore res- 


| olution upon the ‘‘reoceupation” of Oregon, was 


the opinion of the members of the convention, and 
not attempted tobe incorporated into the Demo- 
cratic creed; that the measure was recommended to 
the Democratic party as a great American question 
above party; that, with all due deference and re- 


, Spect, he had considered the advice of that conven- 
tion, and he utterly repudiated the idea that they 
possessed any power to impose any obligation up- 
on him, and he denied that they designed to do it; 
and, further, he would sustain the President if he 
should settle this question upon the line of 49°. 

Mr. YANCEY, in vindication of his own course, 
said that the gentleman [Mr. Doveiass] could not 
lay his finger upon a vote of his to prevent the 
**reoceupation of Oregon; he could not place his 
eye upon a sentiment of his in print against the re- 
occupation of Oregon. But, on the contrary, he 
had pointed out a system of measures which he 
thought would tend to the immediate and early re 
occupation of Oregon; and the only measure ie 
had voted against was the notice, which was not 
nic ntioned, referred to, or conte plated in the res- 
olution of the eonvention. No limits by it had 
been fixed to the territory: no time appointed when 
to take possession, but only * the earliest practica- 
ble period’’—leaving it at the diseretion of Con- 
ess to determine the mode of proceeding best 

lculated to attain the end aimed at. 

Mr. DOUGLASS (the conversation between 
these gentlemen having dropped) resumed his re- 
marks In comment upon these topies and the points 
whieh had been evolved, particularly urging the 
position that no Democrat could consistently with 
this resolution of the Baltimore convention consent 
to anything less than 54° 40° in Oregon. 

Mr. SEDDON interposed, and inquired if he un- 
derstood the centleman to say that the Democratic 
party were commuted, by the resolution of the Bal- 
timore convention, to ¢o for 54° 40’ and never yield 
anything south of that under any ¢ ircumstances ? 
Did he hold the Democratic party pledged to that 
line ? 

Mr. DOUGLASS replied that he did understand 
the Democratic party to be solemnly pledged, at the 

faltiniere convention, by a unanimous resolution 
| of the Democratic party, to stand by 54° 40’, and 
never to yield one inch. 

Mr. SEDDON. Does the gentleman, then, un- 
derstand the President of the United States, nomi- 
nated by that convention, and representing that 
creed, to have violated the Democratic creed in of- 
fering the parallel of 49°? 

Mr. DOUGLASS’S hour here expired. 

Mr. J. W. HOUSTON obtained the floor, and 
yielded, in compliance with what seemed to be the 
very general desire of the House, for the purpose 
of reply, to 

Mr. DOUGLASS, who again referred to the 
speech of Mr. Polk in the House of Represents- 
tives in 1828, in favor of our title to 54° 40’, and 
who traced the unity of position occupied by him 
from that period down to his Inaugural Address, 
in which he had declared our title to the whole of 
Oregon ‘‘ clear and unquestionable.” But when 
Mr. Polk came into office he found a protocol 
signed, pledging his Government to the principle 
of compromise pending that negotiation; but for 
that fact, which committed him during that one 
negotiation, Mr. D. would, before this, have pro- 
nounced that proposition of 49° a treasonable pro- 
position, as he had pronounced the same offer on the 
part of Mr. Clay. He did understand Mr. Polk, 

' in his Inaugural Address, as standing up erect to 

| the pledge of the Baltimore convention; and he 

| now said that, come what may, let who may do it, 
whenever the proposition of 49° should again be 
offered, he would never take back the declaration 
he had made, that it was a treasonable proposi- 
tion. The negotiation, which Mr. Polk found ir 

rogress when he came into office, and by which 

Es was embarrassed, was now ended; and if ever 

it was commenced again upon that principle, in 

violation of the pledges given by the Democratic 
party to the American people, sooner let his tongue 
cleave to the roof of his mouth than -he would de- 

‘fend that party which should yield one inch of 

| Oregon. 

Mr. SEDDON asked leave to make a further 
remark. 

Mr. HOUSTON declined to comply with the 
request; but yielded to 

Mr. J. H. EWING, between whom and Mr. 


er 
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DOUGLASS a satisfactory explanation took place 
of the personal remarks alluded to at a previous 
stage of the proceedings. 

‘The committee then rose and reported. 


Mr. JACOB THOMPSON desired to call up 
the resolution, heretofore offered, in relation to 
supplying the reporters with the printed docu- 
ments, ‘The House had now in its possession all 
the information as to the cost which was requisite 
to enable it to act, 

Mr. GROVER expressed himself willing to as- 
sent to the resolution, if (as the reporter under- 
stood) it shouid be 80 modified as to include bills 
and reports only. 

Mr. COBB suggested that, as the House was 
very thin, the question should lie over until vo- 
morrow. 

Afier some conversation—a resolution having 
first been adopted to meet at eleven o’clock to- 
morrow— 

‘The House, at a late hour, adjourned. 


PETITIONS, &c. 
The following petitions and memorials were pre- 
sented, under the rule, and referred to the appro- 
priate committees: 


By Mr. GARVIN: The petition of John Findley and 
Pressiy N. Amberson,administrators of Lieutenant William 
Amberson, deceased, praying for the passage of a law grant 
ing to the heirs of the deceased the amount of commutation 
pay due him for services during the Revolution: referred 
to the Committee on Revolutionacy Claims. Six petitions 
from citizens of Mercer and Crawford counties, Pennsyl 
vania, praying for the establishment of a continuous mail- 
route from New Casue, Pennsylvania, via Pulaski, West 
Middlesex, Sharon, Sharpsburg, Clarksville, Hamburg, 
West Greenville, and Hartstown, to Meadville: referred to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. HENLEY: The petition of John R. Jones and 52 
others, citizens of Knox eounty, Indiana, praying for the 
establishment of a national armory at Fort Massac, on the 
Ohio river 

By Mr. JAMES THOMPSON: The petition of Newell 
Martin, praying Congress to allow the clothing procured 
tor himself for three years, while a soldier in the anny of tae 
United States: referred to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BE. W. HUBARD: The petition of Charles An- 
thony, J. Clay, John J. Worman, and 37 others, praying for 
a new mailroute from the Yellow Branch, in Campbell 
county, Virginia, by Maston, Clay’s Mill, and Arnoldton, to 
Louisville, a distance of eighteen miles: referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Ry Mr. WILLIAMS: The petition of Mary Andrews for 
a pension: referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions, 

ty Mr. ATKINSON: The petition of N. C, Whitehead, 
president of the Norfolk Seaman’s Friend Society, and of 
several others, asking that Congress will pass a law to dis- 
pense with the services of one of the stated chaplains on 
the Norfolk station, and that the chaplain of the marine 
hospital at Norfolk discharge a portion of the duties of chap- 
lain on that station: referred to the Committee on Naval 
Afvairs 

By Mr. TIBBATTS: The petition of Henry Thompson, 
of Cynthiana, Kentucky, praying a pension. 

By Mr. STEWART: The petition and documents of An- 
drew Fianegan, of Pennsylvania, a lieutenant in the late 
war: referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORSE: The petition of Thomas Watson, John 
G. Rives, and 76 others, citizens of Louisiana and Texas, 
praying for the establishment of a post-road from Green- 
wood, Louisiana, to Moore’s post office, ‘Texas: referred to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. GEO. W. JONES: The petition of Sarah Brane, 
William Pollen, and others, heirs of William Pollen or 


Paulding, deceased, asking compensation for the services of 


their father, the said William Pollen or Paulding, rendered 
during the revolutionary war: referred to the Conunittee on 
Revolutionary Claims. 

By Mr. WENTWORTH: The petition of citizens of Du 
Page county, for a mail-route from Chicago, via Steam Mill, 
Edward Eldrege’s on East Du Page, Warrensville, Snyder’s 
Mill, to Aurora, Kane county, Hlinois;: referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. The petition of 
citizens of Chicago, for the right of way for a railroad from 
Chicago to Galena: referred to the Committee on Roads and 
Canals. ‘The petition of James Johnson of McHenry coun- 
ty, Hlinois, for relief: referred to the Committee of Claims. 
The petition of citizens of Kane county, for a mail-route 
trom Bristol, Kendall county, via Sugar Grove, Grouse, 
Blackberry, Avon, and Line, to Sycamore, De Kalb county, 
Illinois: referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads, Also, the petition of citizens of [roquois coun- 
ty, IMinois, for a mail-route from Lroquois, Lroquois county, 
UL, via Courtright’s Mills, Middleport, Jonathan Wright’s 
on Spring creek, and Treckle’s on the Middle fork of the 
Vermillion, to Urbana: referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. The petition of the Chicago 
and Galena Railroad Company, for a right of way, pre-emp- 
uuon, &e.: referred to Committee on Roads and Canals. 

By Mr. A, A. CHAPMAN: The petition of Peter Ham- 
mond and other citizens of Botetourt county, Virginia, pray- 
ing for the establishment of a post-route from Fincastle to 
Blacksburg. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: The petition of J. M. Crismond and 
199 others, citizens of the counties of ‘Tazewell and Giles, 
praying for the establishment of a mail-route from Mechan- 
iesburg, by the house of James Davidson, at the Rocky Gap, 
thence along the valley of the South or Muddy fork of Wolf 
creek, by the house of Pleasant Murphy, to Tazewell court- 
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|| Mechanicsburg: referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 
| By Mr. JACOB THOMPSON: The petition of J. D. W. 
| Duckworth and 65 others, praying the establishment of a 
mail-route from Hillsborough,through Raleigh and Williams- 
burg, to Columbia, Mississippi: which was referred to the 
| Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
By Mr. A. JOHNSON: The petition of Nancy Jemima 
Richards: referred to the Committee of Claims. 
By Mr. LEIB: The petition of the heirs of Samuel Ran- 


som, who was killed at the battle of Wyoming, in 1778, pray- | 


ing compensation forthe services of the said decedent, as an 


otiicer in the Pennsylvania Continental Line: referred to the | 


| Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 
ty Mr. CUMMINS: The petition of Thomas Hogg and 
74 other citizens of Ohio, asking Congress to make an ap 
propriation for the purpose of building a wire suspension 
bridge across the Ohio river at Wheeling, Virginia, to eon- 
nect the national road, on the Virginia side, with the same 
road on the Ohio side of that river: referred to the Commit- 
tee on Roads ard Canals. 
By Mr. YOST: The petition of Jones & Boker, and others, 
| of the city of Washington, praying for an appropriation for 
the payment of certain treasury notes lost by robbery of the 
' Tinited States mail: referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means. 
| By Mr. M. L. MARTIN: Three petitions of citizens of 
| Milwaukie, for a post route from Detroit to Milwaukie, via 
| Battle Creek, Grand Rapids, and Grand Haven, in the State 
of Michigan. 
By Mr. BOYD: The petition from citizens of Ballard 
county, and another from citizens of Marshall county, Ken- 
| tucky, for additional mail facilities in those counties, 
By Mr. RUSSELL: The petition of Asa Hastings, of War- 
ren county, New York, asking to be placed on the invalid 
pension roll. The petition of James Culver, for arrears of 


| pension due Phebe Culver: both referred to the Committee | 


on Invalid Pensions. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Sarurpay, arch 14, 1846. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
The SPEAKER said the business first in order 
would be the call of the committees for reports. 
On motion of Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL, the 
House proceeded to the consideration of the bill, 
heretofore reported, but informally laid over, “ fur- 
ther to amend an act supplementary to an act to 
fix the value of certain money of account at the 
custom-house in the United States for computing 
the duties on imports.”’ Cs 
After a few words from Mr. GRINNELL, the 
bill was read a third time, and passed. 
The SPEAKER then proceeded to call the com- 
| mittees for reports. 
Mr. THOMAS SMITH, from the Committee 
| on Public Lands, to which was referred the bill to 
grant the right of pre-emption to actual settlers 
on the lands acquired by treaty from the Miami 
Indians in Indiana, reported an“amendatory bill, 
/accompanied by a report in writing. 
Mr. 8. wished the bill to take its place on the 
calendar. 
Mr. POLLOCK moved its commitment. 
Mr. CATHCART remarked that he should 
take the present occasion to call the attention of 
the House to this bill. 


lands, at two dollars per acre. He must admit 


that he regretted that the Committee on Public || 


Lands deemed it necessary to place the minimum 
above $1 25. He could see no reason why the 
| settlers upon one side of an imaginary line, should 
| be charged 42 per acre, while equally good, and 
often better land, was granted on the other side at 
| $1 25. He felt that he need not, at this day, use 
| any argument to prove the beneficial operation of 


our general pre-emption system. That system | 
| does not operate injuriously upon the interests of | 


| the Government, while it ere those combina- 
| tions among speculators by which both the Gov- 


outraged by robbing her best citizens of their 
fondly-cherished homes. 

Mr. C. said he had the honor to represent the 
| settlers for whose relief this bill was intended. He 


lation, and he felt happy here to be enabled to say 
‘that they were a noble, generous-hearted race, 
; whom to know was to respect. Mr. C. would 
| therefore respectfully beseech, on the part of the 
|members of the House, a careful examination of 
the report and bill, and he would then feel assured 
| that when the bill was reached, being understood, 
| it would receive their approval. 

After a few words from Messrs. POLLOCK and 
| SMITH, the bill was referred to the Committee of 
_the Whole on the state of the Union, and ordered 
| to be printed. 
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| house; to return by the valley of the Clear fork of Wolf | 
| creek, by the house of Henry W. Dills and Rocky Gap to | 


ll. It provided for granting | 
the right of pre-emption to the settlers upon these | 


ernment is immediately wronged, and her interests | 


had settled many years ago among a similar popu- | 
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Mr. SEAMAN, from the Committee on Revoly- 
tionary Pensions, made a report upon the case of 
|| Mary ane accompanied by a bill for her re- 
|| lief; which bill was read twice, and committed. 

| Mr. SEDDON, from the Committee on Invaliq 
|| Pensions, made a report upon the petition of Lewis 
|| Lavy, accompanied by a bill for his relief; which 
|| bill was read twice, and committed. 

|| Mr. SEAMAN, from the Committee on Reyoly- 
tionary Pensions, made adverse reports upon the 
| cases of Edward Smith, of Abner Watson, and of 
John Murphy; which reports were laid upon 4 
table, 

Mr. SEDDON, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, made a report upon the petition of Wjj- 
liam Gump, accompanied by a bill for his relies. 
which bill was read twice, and committed. : 

Mr. JENKINS, from the Committee on Revoly- 
tionary Pensions, made a report upon the case of 
Leak Gray, accompanied by a bill for his relief: 
which bill was read twice, and committed. 


The House proceeded to the consideration of the 
/motion made by Mr. RarnusBuyn, on the 2Qist of 
February last, to reconsider the vote by which the 
| bill from the Senate entitled **An act to authoriz 
| the Secretary of the Treasury to make an arrange- 
_ ment or compromise with Mangle M. Quackenhoss 
and his co-obligors, or any of them, for claims on 
bonds given by them as sureties to the United 

| States,’’ was laid upon the table; and the question 
being put, ‘Shall the said vote be aiusilered id 
it was decided in the affirmative. 

So the vote was reconsidered; and on motion of 
Mr. RATHBUN, 

Ordered, That the said bill be recommitted to 
| the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL, from the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs, reported a bill more effectually 
to provide for the enforcement of certain provisions 
| in the treaties of the United States, accompanied by 

a report; which bill was read twice and committed, 
Mr. I. also, from the same committee, made a 
report to accompany the bill to repeal that part of 
the act of the 30th August, 1842, which imposes a 
duty of 20 per cent. ad valorem on Java coflee, and 
to refund the discriminating tonnage duties levied 
on Spanish vessels, except those from Cuba and 
Porto Rico, by the act of 31st July, 1832, reported 
' on the 16th of January last, and committed to the 
| Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
| Union. 
| Mr. I. moved that the said bill be made the spe- 
cial order for Tuesday, the 2ist of April next, to 
take precedence of all other business until disposed 
of; which motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, reported a bill to re- 
peal the 20th and part of the 31st sections of the act 
to change the organization of the Post Office De- 
| partment, and to provide more effectually for the 
settlement of the accounts thereof, approved % 
July, 1836; which bill was read a first and second 
time, and postponed for the present. 

‘|| Mr. MORSE, from the Committee on Private 


i 


ic 


| Land Claims, made an adverse report upon the 
| memorial of Pierre Chouteau, jr., and others, for a 
_ confirmation of the title to certain lands known as 
| the Dubuque claim, in Iowa; which report was laid 
| upon the table. 

Whilst the SPEAKER was calling the commuit- 
tees, 

Mr. DANIEL rose and said, that, looking to the 
short time allotted to private bills, he felt constrain- 
ed to move that the House now proceed to the pri- 
vate orders of the day. 
|| The motion was rejected. 


THE CUMBERLAND ROAD. 


| Mr. ROBERT SMITH, from the Committee 
| on Roads and Canals, reported the following reso- 
|| lution: é 
Resolved, That the House bill making an appro- 
priation of four hundred thousand dollars for the 
continuation of the Cumberland road in the States 
| of Ohio, Indiana, and Illinois, be made the aoe 
order of the day for Monday, the 23d of March, 
instant; then to take precedence of all other busi- 


Ss. 

Mr. R. SMITH made an energetic and earnest 
endeavor, by way of explanation, to induce the 
| House to agree to the resolution, but was ame 
'| ished by the Speaker that, as the resolution looket 
| to the order of business, no debate could be al- 
lowed. 
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Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, moved that the 
resolution be laid on the table. 

Mr. R. SMITH asked for the —_ and nays. 

The SPEAKER divided the House, and said 
they were not ordered. 

Mr. SMITH then demanded tellers to divide the 
House on his call for the yeas and nays; and, the 
House being divided by tellers, it was found that 
one-fifth of the members present voted for the yeas 
and nays, and they were accordingly ordered. 

And the question was forthwith taken on the 
motion to lay the resolution on the table, and de- | 
cided in the negative by yeas and nays, 61 voting 
in favor of the motion, and 68 against it. 

Mr. R. SMITH said he was willing to modify | 
the resolution so as to meet the wishes of members, 
and named the third Monday of April next. 

The question was then put on agreeing to the 
resolution as modified, and there were in the atfirm- 
ative 69, in the negative 52. 

There not being two-thirds in the affirmative, the 
resolution was not agreed to. 


A PERSONAL EXPLANATION. : 

Mr. BAYLY moved that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Unien; but withdrew the motion at the re- 

uest of 


Mr. YANCEY, who asked leave to make a per- |' 


sonal explanation. 


There were several other important points (Mr. 
H. said) upon the waters of the Delaware bay and 
river which had been entirely overlooked in the 
provisions of this bill, which, in his judgment, 
were eminently deserving of the attention of the 
committee and of the General Government, and to 
provide for which he should offer amendments, if 
he could flatter himself with the slightest hope that 
they would be entertained. Mr. H. then proceed- 
ed to make a brief statement of facts in relation to 
the expediency of the amendments he had pro- 
posed; and urged their claims upon the fair and 
impartial, if not favorable, consideration of the 
committee. 

Mr. BAKER gave notice of his intention to offer 
an amendment, making an appropriation of $75,000 
for the Illinois river. He did not propose, he said, 
to discuss the constitutional and party questions 
that had been drawn into this debate. He was 
fortunately of that poor and despised company 
whose opinions on this question were well known. 
Fortunately he did not need to refer to the opin- 
ions of leading men, and attempt to torture them 
into an argument favorable to the one side or the 
other, to justify his vote. He was in favor of the | 
| largest construction of the Constitution in relation 
to internal improvements, and more especially, as 
a western man, he was able to justify his vote 
before the people of the country and before his own 


: | Immediate constituents. But he would asl the | 
And the leave having been granted, attention of the committee to a matter which re- 


Mr. YANCEY said that yesterday, in the heat || ferred to his immediate constituents, and to the 
of debate, and when somewhat irritated by having || people of Illinois; for he expected to do them no 
had an unjust charge made upon him, he had retorted |) real, practical good on this floor, other than as he 
by denominating those members of the Democrat- | myicht be able to get the attention of the committee | 
ic party who advecated the expenditure of public || to the amendment he had proposed. 
money far ‘a general system of internal improve- Mr. PB. then proceeded briefly to explain the ob- 
meuts’’ as * pretended Democrats.” I regret, sir, ject of the amendment, and to urge its claims upon 
{continued Mr. Y.,) that I used the phrase. I re- || ‘the consideration of the committee. 
gret that I too frequently, in the excitement of a|} Mr. BAYTZ.Y obtained the floor, and yielded to 
general debate, use language that reflection con- Mr. SEDDON, who eave notice of his inten- 
vinces me were betier left unused. It is ever my |} tion, when in order, to offer an amendment. | 
pride, if by it I do injustice, to rectify it. In this Mr. BAYLY, in the few remarks he desired to 
instance, as I had no standard by which to judge |’ submit to the committee, should say nothing of the 
of the truth of the remark I made, I should not || Oregon question, which he thought had been so 
have made it. However much I may regret and || improperly lugged into this debate. Declining 
disapprove of the course of Democrats here in sus- || algo to enter into the discussion of other inciden- 
taining a bill which I must think clearly violates | tal topics which had been introduced, he proceed- 
both the Constitution and the resolutions of the ed briefly to the consideration ef the subject before 
Baltimore convention, itis not for me to judge of |) the House. In his opinion, this Government had 
the motives which lead them to do so, or of the || no power to construct internal improvements either 
sincerity with which they adyocate the Democrat- |) with or without the consent of the States. This 
ic platform. That I must leave to their own con- Government was one of delegated powers, pos- 
sciences, their God, and their constituency. sessing no powers except those expressly dele- 

Mr. YANCEY renewed the motion of Mr. || vated or absolutely necessary to carry into effect 
Bayty, but waived it (Mr. Bayiy assenting) at || expressly delegated powers; and it was as well a 
the request of , | Government of delezated means as of delezated 

Mr. DOUGLASS, who (under leave of the | powers. Understanding the Constitution in this 
House) was understood to say: || way, he had looked through its provisions in vain 

I will only say that if I used the word * pre- || fora solitary one that could sanction this system 
tended’? Democrats—I do not think I used it; || of internal improvements by the General Govern- 


but ment. 


a ee The If T did—though aes As clear as he was upon the constitutional ques- 


think I did—I equally withdraw it. 


RY 











internal improvements not delegated, and not de- 
signed to be delegated, to this Government, but it | 
was expressly refused; and it wasa great stroke 
of wisdom that this power was withheld. This 
Congress, from its very composition—from the ex- 
tent of country over mhiah it legislates—would be 
utterly incompetent to legislate wisely upon the 


RIVERS AND HARBORS. 


The question having then been taken on the mo- 
tion of Mr. Bayxy, and decided in the affirmative, 
the House again resolved itself into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Tuos. 
Situ, of Indiana, in the chair,) and resumed the 
consideration of the bill making appropriations for 
the improvement of certain harbors and rivers, and |) ges of an intimate knowledge of the country, with 
the amendments thereto pending. 

Mr. JOHN W. HOUSTON (who was entitled 
to the floor) addressed the committee briefly. He 
did not intend (he said) to enter into a discussion 
of the various topics which had been introduced 
into the debate. His main object was to explain 
the propriety and expediency of making certain 
amendments which he desired to have read for in- 
formation, and which he intended at the proper 
time to offer. They were read as follows: 

‘‘Amend the 77th and 78th lines, which contain 
an aprreeennn of $15,000 for improving the har- 
bor at Newcastle, Delaware, by striking out the 
= sum of $15,000, and inserting in lieu thereof | 





their respective treasuries, &c., had, notwithstand- 
ing, been plunged into bankruptcy and oppressive 
indebtedness; and the effects of this system, if | 
adopted by the General Government, would bé in 
a greater degree disastrous. 

r. B. touched upon one or two other points; 
and having thus briefly disposed of the subject 
immediately under consideration, in reply to the | 
speech of Mr. Hupsow in reference to the effect 
which the modification or repeal of the Engiish | 
corn-laws will have upon the agricultural interests 
of our country, he entered into a minute investiga- 


_‘ Also, amend the 81st and 82d lines of the 
bill, which contain an appropriation of 75,000 for 
completing the Delaware breakwater, by striking 


rat ji00 ro ve $75,000, and inserting in lieu 


considered the fallacious arguments and the erro- | 
neous conclusions to which the gentleman from | 


Mr. STEWART then obtained the floor, and | 
addressed the committee during the hour. He di- 





tion, he was still more so upon the question of ex- || 
pediency. Not only was the power to construct | 


subject. The States, with their superior advanta- | 


the restraints of direct taxation for the supply of | 


tion of statistics and facts, in exposure of what he | 


Massachusetts had arrived. i 
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the constitutional power to make these improve- 


ments; and secondly, to the expediency of its exer- 
cise. He insisted on the existence of the power, 
and argued the expediency of its adoption. 

Mr. 8. devoted the remainder of his hour to the 
discussion of the tariff, in reply to Mr. Bayry, and 
in defence of the existing tariff, dilating upon what 
he considered the deceptive promises of benefit to 
the United States from the proposed change in the 
English corn-laws, and upon the disastrous results 
which would ensue upon a repeal of the existing 
tariff, or the substitution therefor of the bill of the 
Seeretary of the Treasury, under which, if it went 
into operation, he predicted that eighteen months 
would not elapse before there would not be a spe- 
cie-paying bank in the country. 

In the course of his remarks he gave way for 
explanation to Messrs. Bayiy and Leak. 

Mr. E. HL. EWING obtained the floor, but yield- 
ed to a motion that the committee rise; which pre- 
vailing, the committee rose, and 

The House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, &c. 

The following petitions and memorials were pre- 
sented under the rule, and referred to the appro- 
priate committees: 

ty Mr. JOHN A. ROCKWELL: The petition of L. U. 
Blood, and 22 other citizens of Mystic, in the State of Con 
necticut, praying for the abolition of slavery in the District 
of Columbia: referred to the Committee for the District of 
Columbia. The papers in the case of the late Elisha Tracey, 
of Norwich, Connecticut, asking Congress for additional 
pay; also moved that the petition and other papers be taken 
from the files of the House of Representatives, and referred 
to the Committee of Claims. 

Ry Mr. 8S. D. HUBBARD: The petition of John R. Crone 

| and 62 other citizens of Middletown, in the Stute of Con- 
necticut, petitioning Congress to provide that a convention 
of nations may be assembled to fora a code of national 
laws, by which the varying interests may be preserved. 

By Mr. R. SMITH: Additional evidence in support of the 

| claim of Peter Shafter: referred to the Committee of Claims. 
The petition of 250 citizens of Union county, Hinois, pray- 
ing an appropriation for the national armory at Fort Massae : 
referred to the Committee on Military AfSurs. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: The memoria) of Mrs. Mary Bent 
lev, widow of Col. William Bentley, asking to be allowed 
the same remuneration for-the services of her husband in 
the war of the Revolution, which has been allowed to the 
widows of other officers who were married prior to 1794. 

By Mr. POLLOCK: The petition of Simon Hawley, and 
forty-six others, citizens of Lycoming county, Penusylvania, 
remonstrating against any alteration or reduction of Lie ta 
riff act of 1843, 

By Mr. JAMES B. HUNT: The petition of T. H. Lyon, 
and two hundred and three other citizens of the Grand River 
valley, Michigan, praying for the establishment of a mail- 
ronte from Grand Rapids, Michigan, to Milwaukie, in the 
Territory of Wieconsin. 

By Mr. J. G. CHAPMAN: The memorial of Geo. Coombs, 
executor of Cornelius Manning. asking payment for an ex- 
ported slave. ‘The memorial of many masters and owners ot 
vessels, asking an appropriation for the erection of a beacon 
light at the mouth of Annapolis harbor. 

ny Mr. SCHENCK: The memorial of D. Dodge, F. Camp- 
bell, R. Moody, and 8. D. Dakin, and others, of New York, 
in relation to the construction of sectional fioating dry- 


|| docks, basins, and railways at Pensacola and other naval 


| stations. : 

| By Mr. McCLERNAND; The memorial of citizens of the 

State of Illinois, praying a donation of land to aid in the 

support of a deaf and dumb asylum in Jacksonville, in said 

| State: referred to the Committee on Public Lands. ‘The 
memorial of citizens of the State of Illinois, praying a dona- 
tion of land to aid in the establishment of a lunatic asylum 
in Jacksonville, in said State: referred to the Committee on 

Publie Lands. 

By Mr. SCAMMON: The‘petition of Richard Palmer, for 
| arrearages of pension: referred to the Committee on Invatid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SYKES: The memorial of the Perth Amboy Man- 
ufacturing Company of New Jersey, relative to the purchase 
of apatent for manufacturing mail-locks: referred to the 
| Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. MeCONNELL: The memorial of the Hon. Gar- 

| rard Stiff, of Cedar Bluff, Alabama, praying Congress to buy 

| his copyright of The Lady of the Peak, a national romance ; 
or, the Foundling of a Cave. 


‘“‘ Truth is stranger than fiction.” 


| The most thrilling, astounding, instructive, and edifying 
| nafrative in any language. Replete in life, love, elopement, 
robbery, insanity, murder, politics, religion, and death. Be- 
ing a historical and apt illustration of the sublime beauty and 
| radiant glory, as well as the imperfections of our insttu- 
tions in 

“ Fairy fiction dressed.” 


By the author of “The Texas Emigrant,” “ Romance of 
Virginia,” “ Murder in Cedar Bluff,” &c., &c. 

| By Mr. HOUGH: The petition of the citizens of the coun- 
ties of Oswego and Jefferson, New York, for an appropria~ 
| tion for the continuance of the public works at the mouth of 
| Salmon river, on Lake Ontario: referred to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

| By Mr. MeCRATE: The petition of Warren Rice, and 
| forty-seven others, citizens of Wiscasset, Maine, asking 
| Congress to provide some means for the peaceful settlement 
of national disputes, and thus avoid the evils of war. 


| 


| rected his argument mainly to two points: first, to |) By Mr. DOBBIN: The petition of the heirs of Captain 
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Slaughter, of the North Carolina Continental Line, for 


nutalnon. 
‘ir. B. MARTIN: The petition of Thomas Davis, of 
- county, Teanessee, for an increase of revolution- 


John 
corm 


bes 
ny 


Lawrence 
pension: referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions. ; ayes 
ivy Mr. FICKLIN: The petition of Jas. K. Scott, of De 


Witt county, and eighty-eight others, praying the estabtish 
ment of a weekly mail-route from Decatur, Macon county, 
through Clinton, the county seatof De Witt county, to Bloom 
sogton, in MeLean county: referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 


IN SENATE. 
Monoay, March 16, 1846. 

The PRESIDENT being absent, in consequence 
of indisposition, the chair was occupied by Senator 
SEVIER. 

The Journal having been read, 

Mr. SEMPLE presented a petition of citizens of 
[jlinois, praying the establishment of a national ar- 
mory at Fort Massac, on the Ohio river, in that 


State: which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Attuira. 

Mi PELGHT presented a memorial of the 
Le inture of the State of Mississippl, praying the 


adoption of measures for draining the mundated 
public lands lying between the Yazoo and Missis- 
in that State, and a crant of land to the 
SISSIppl for purposes of internal im- 
its; which was ordered to be printed. 
BREESE presented the petition of R. H. 
wd P. F. Dering, praying the richt of 
pre-emption to a quarter section of land in the Ter- 
ritory of Wisconsin; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. CHLALMERS presented a memorial of the 
Legislature of the State of Mississippi, praying a 
grant of land to aid in the improvement of the 
Chickasakey, Pascagoula, and Leaf rivers, in that 
State: which was rred to the Committee on 
Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

‘Mr. CAMERON presented a memorial from a 


S'ppi rivers 
° A 

State of Mis 

wrove@mns 


Mr. 


Champio 


State military convention, assembled at Harrisbure, 
Penn praying a reorganization of th 
tin BY 


yivania, Wili- 

tiem of the United St 

red to the Committee on 

to he printe 1. 

Mr. JIENNESS presented a petition of citizens 
Newmarket, New Hampshire, praying the adop- 

s for the pacific settlement of all in- 

ternational which was referred to the 

Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. YULEE presented the petition of Wm. B. 
Fail, praying permission to change the location of 
n tract of land entered by him under the act to pro- 
vide for the armed occupation and settlement of the 
unsettled part of Florida; which was referred to the 
e on Publie Lands. 

WOODBRIDGE presented a memorial of 
of Michigan, praying that the mineral 
the United States may be sold as other 

lands; which was referred to the Committee 

Lands. 

Mr. DIX presented two petitions of citizens of 
New York, praying the abrogation of certain trea- 
ties made with the Seneca Indians; which were 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. ARCHER presented the petition of the 
heirs and legal representatives of Willis Wilson, de- 
ceased, an officer in the revolutionary army, pray- 
ing to be allowed commutation pay; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. CASS presented two petitions of citizens of 
Michigan, praying the construction of a harbor at 
the mouth of the Sheboygan river; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. DICKINSON presented a petition of citi- 

ns of New York, praying the abrogation of cer- 
tain treaties made with the Seneca Indians; which 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. D. also presented a communication, signed 
hy Charles Callaghan, in relation to the payment 
of the certificates issued by the United States to 
claimants in whose favor awards have been made 
hy the commissioners under the convention with 
Mexico; which was referred to the Committee on 
Foreien Relations. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, submitted doc- 
uments relating to the claim of Aenes Williams to 
“an increase of pension; which were referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

EXPENSES OF THE GOVERNMENT. 

Mr. YULEE submitted the following resolu- 

tion; which lies over: of 


which was refer- 
Militia, and ordered 


Ales, 


oi 
Lii¢ 


of 
non of measure 


difficulties; 


Committe 
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ejtizens 
lands of 


public 
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Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to furnish the Senate with the fol- | 
lowing information, to wit: 

What has been the average total annual expen- 
diture of the Government during each period of 
ten years since the year 1796. 

What has been the average annual expense du- | 
ring each period of ten years since the year 1796; | 
of— 


1. The civil department of the Government. 


2. The military branch of service. 
3. The naval branch of service. 
4. The Indian relations. 

5. The public lands. 


Separating the expenditures in each branch into 
appropriate divisions, 

Vhat has been the average numbers of persons 
annually in the public service during each period 
of ten years since the year 1796— 

1. In civil department, including the Indian rela- 
tions. " 

2. In the military service. 

3. In the naval service. 

What number of vessels of the navy have been 
in commission in each year since 1796, and the 
number of guns mounted by the same. 

W hat has been the cost, Ist per ton, 2d per gun, 


of each vessel of the navy of the United States; and | 


what has been the cost of repairs upon each since 
built; the year when each vessel was launched, and 


the number of years each vessel has been in actual 


cruising service since they were launched. 

What has been the expenditure for fortifications 
in each State since the adoption of the Constitu- 
tion. 

What has been the expenditure of each navy- 
yard, annually, including the improvements, pay 
of officers, &c. 

What has been the expenditure for harbors, 
roads, and other improvements, in each State since 


the adoption of the Constitution. 


What has been the total sum raised by taxation, | 


e, for the use of the Government since 
the adoption of the Constitution. 

W hat has been the total expenditure since the 
adoption of the Constitution— 


or otherwi 


1. For the civil department, separating the exe- 
cutive, legislative, and judicial expenses. 

2. For the naval establishment. 

3. For the military establishment. 

4. For the Indian relations, including purchase 
of lands. 


REPORTS. 


Mr. BREESE, from the Committee on Public | 


Lands, to whom was referred the petition of citi- 
zens of Bates county, Missouri, submitted a report, 
accompanied by a bill to authorize the justices of 
the county court of Bates county, in the State of 
Missouri, to enter a certain quarter section of land 
for a county seat; which bill was read, and passed 
to a second reading, and the report was ordered to 
be printed. 

‘The bill was then read a second time, considered 
as in committee of the whole, reported back to the 
Senate without amendment, and ordered to be en- 
crossed for a third reading. 

THE LIBELLOUS PUBLICATIONS. 

After the usual morning business—the presenta- 
tion of petitions, &c.—had been completed— 

Mr. BEN'TON rose and presented from the Se- 
lect Committee the following Report, which he read 
himself to the Senate, at the Secretary’s table: 


‘The committee appointed to inquire and report | 


what measures, if any, are proper to vindicate the 
character and honor of the Senate against the 
charges of corruption, published in a newspaper 
wvinted in Washington city, called the ‘ Daily 
Times,”? on the 5th, 9th, 10th, and 11th instant, 
With power to examine witnesses and to send for 
persons and papers, report: 


That, in entering upon the execution of their | 
duties as prescribed in the order of their appoint. | 
ment, the committee believed that their researches | 


were to be directed to the truth of the charges of 
corruption made in said paper, with a view to the 
conduct of the Senate and its members, and not 
with the view of arraigning or punishing the au- 
thors of the publication. 





editer of the Daily Times newspaper, (Mr. H. H. 
Robinson,) and the publisher, (Mr. J. E. Dow,) as 


witnesses, who, of their own knowledge, or by 


March 16, 








the alleged corruptions; and the committee declined 
to act upon intimations that others, besides the 
editor and publisher, might be found to be conne: 
ed with the authorship of these publications. 'T)), 
inquiry in this way avoided all aspect of a proceed- 
ing against the authors of the publications, and be. 
came wholly directed to the character of the Senate. 
as a component part of our republiean institutions 
and which cannot be impaired or destroyed without 
great injury of those institutions, 

To avoid calling persons unnecessarily and im 
properly before them, the committee requested the 
editor and the publisher of the paper to state in 
writing the facts they expected to prove by eac! 
witness, which was done; and the statements thy 
made, being copied into the minutes of proceed- 
ings, became a justification for summoning each 
witness, and also a guide to his examination, and 
gave the editor and the publisher the benefit of dj. 
recting the inquiry to the points which they deemed 
material. 

Under the general imputation against Senators 
of corrupt communications with the British Minis. 
ter in relation to the settlement of the Oregon au 
tion, the articles published in the Times contains d 
‘hree specifications of a character sufficiently def 
nite toadmit of specific inquiry; and to the truth 
of these specifications the researches of the com- 
mittee were chiefly directed. ‘These specifications 
were: 1. A dinner or entertainment, at the British 
Minister’s, at which many Senators were said to 
be present, and where corrupt conversations in re- 
lation to the Oregon question were supposed to 
have been held. 2. A meeting of Whice members 
in a room at the Capitol, on the Friday before thy 
sailing of the steamer Cambria, at which the Bri: 
ish Minister was charged to be present, and where 
it was said to be agreed to have a vote taken, to be 
sent off to Great Britain by the return of the 
steamer. 3. An admission by Mr. Senator Jory 
M. Crayton that he was present at the Pritish 
Minister’s table where the strength of the British 
Oregon party, in the Senate, as it was styled, ‘‘was 
counted by their noses,’ 

Each of these specifications were found, upon 
investigation, to be utterly and entirely false. 

1. With respect to the dinner at the British Min- 
ister’s, and the alleged corrupt conversation there; 
the editor and the publisher of the Times paper 
each declared on oath that he had no perso 
knowledge of any such dinner or conversation. 
The two persons named by them as witnesses hav- 
ine * a knowledge’’ of the dinner or entertainment, 
and of the conversation there held, namely, Messrs 
Samuel Medary and L. C. Turner, swore positive- 
ly that they had no “ knowledge”’ of any such din- 
ner, conversation, or entertainment. There re 
mained, then, no persons for further examination 
on this head but the Senators charged with being 
present at the supposed dinner; and the editor and 
publisher of the paper having each refused to say 
that he expected to prove by any member of the 
Senate any conversations with the British Minis- 
ter of the character mentioned in the publications; 


i 


| and having, on the contrary, sworn that they did 


not expect to prove any such conversations by sad 
Senators, it appeared to the committee that there 
was no foundation for calling the said Senators or 
any of them to testify: but it was deemed proper 
to make known to the Senators, whose names had 


| been given in as witnesses, the facts in relation to 


Under this sense of their |) 


duties the committee summoned before them the |) 
: || no meeting of such Senators on that day; that the 


giving the names of others, might be able to prove | 


the use made of their names, that they might act 
in relation to it as they thought proper. They 
were informed accordingly; and the Senators so 
informed, each for himself, promptly sent in sworn 
statements, utterly contradicting all that was im- 
puted to him. These statements, with the other 
evidence, were entered on the minutes of the com- 
mittee’s proceedings, and leave no doubt on the 
minds of the committee that the whole story 1n re 
lation to the dinner, and the alleged corrupt conver- 
sations, is a false and contemptible libel. 

9. In relation to the meeting of the Whig Sena- 
tors in the Capitol, and the closeting of the British 
Minister with them, on the Friday before the sal!- 
ing of the Cambria, and the alleged resolve then 
taken to have an immediate vote on the Oregon 
question to send out by the Cambria, the commit- 
tee, after full and careful inquiry, find the whole 
story to be unfounded and untrue; that there was 


British Minister was never at such a meeting on 


‘any day; that there was a meeting a day or two 


before the day charged, at which the sense of the 
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meeting in relation to the Oregon question was pre- 
cisely the contrary of the resolve imputed to it in 
the publications, being: in favor of a delay of the 
debate for two weeks, instead of hurrying a vote 
+o be carried out by the Cambria. These facts are 
proved by Whie members present at the actual 
meeting; and, further, that in conformity with this 
resolve to postpone the debate, a Senator at the 
meeting (Mr. Darron] was appointed to move the 
postponement in the Senate, and did so; and only 
withdrew his motion after debate and opposition. 
And thus this story of a Whig meeting in the Cap- 
itol, attended by the British Minister, is proved to 
be an absurd fabrication. 

3. With respect to the “ nose counting”? at the 

3ritish Minister’s table, the whole story has had 
. termination so ridiculous and contemptible that 
the committee find it difficult to speak of it in the 
temperate language which becomes a report to the 
Senate. State papers seem to descend from their 
dignity when compelled to notice things so despi- 
cable, false, and vulgar. Justice, however, to the 
character of our institutions requires it to be done, 
ind the committee will discharge their duty in the 
fewest possible words. } 

Publications in the Times newsnaper had charged 
this species of counting the so-called strength of the 
British on the Oregon question in the Nenate of the 
United States, and the British Minister’s table was 
made the place of the enumeration. On the first 
day of the meeting of the committee the editor of 
the Times [Mr. H. H. Robinson} wrote down in 
the presence of the committee that he expected to 
prove by Mr. E. B. Schnabel, of Philadelphia, that 
Vir. J. M. Clayton, a member of the committee 
then present, had admitted that he was present at 
the British Minister’s table when this “ counting 
by noses”? took place. Mr. Clayton instantly de- 
inanded the production of the witness. Fortunate- 
ly, Mr. Schnabel, contrary to his intention express- 
d the evening before in the presence of the editor 
of the Times, had not returned that morning to 
Philadelphia, and quickly appeared before the com- 
mittee. On seeing what was written down as ex- 
pected to be proved by him, he manifested perfect 
amazement; declared that he could not sustain Mr. 

tobinson; that he was totally ignorant of every- 
thing attributed to him; that he had never seen Mr. 
Robinson until the night before, when he casually 
met him at the room ofa member of Congress; 
that he had asked him what proofs he had to carry 
before the Senate’s committee to justify his charges, 
and talked with him about some of the rumors in 
circulation; and that all that was attributed to him 
was false and unfounded. Mr. Schnabel express- 
ed his extreme mortification at being called as a 
witness in such a case, and spoke like a man of 
honor, whose sensibilities were wounded at find- 
ing himself in such an unpleasant situation. 

The next morning a communication was receiv- 
ed from Mr. Robinson, which he desired to have 
entered on the minutes of the proceedings as a cor- 
rection of his previous reference to Mr. Schnabel, 
declaring it to have been an “ inadvertence,’’ and 
that Messrs. Medary and Turner were the persons 
intended to be named. Soon after Mr. Schnabel 
himself ee and asked to add to his testi- 
mony of the previous day what had occurred since 
his examination on yesterday; which was, that he 
had met Mr. Robinson that morning, who had ac- 
knowledged his mistake, retracted what he had 
imputed to Mr. Schnabel, and promised to have 
his retraxit made known to the committee. The 
additional statements of each were entered upon 
the minutes of the proceedings, and the inquiry 
considered finished—the committee seeing no rea- 
son to examine Messrs. Medary and Turner, who 
had previously sworn that they had no knowledge 
of anything that had ever been said or done at the 
British Minister’s table. But Mr. Clayton de- 
siring it, these witnesses were recalled and exam- 
ined to that point, and both fully declared that they 
knew nothing of any dinner at the British Minis- 
ters, or any conversations there, or any admis- 
sions of any kind from Mr. Clayton, and that they 
had never spoken to or conversed with him in their 
lives, and had given Mr. Robinson no information 
on the subject. 

Thus terminated the examination into the only 
tangible specifications, under the general charge of 
corruption against Senators, contained in the pub- 
ications in the Times newspaper of the dates re- 
aye The examination terminated in the total | 

verthrow of the charges; and, however unfounded ! 
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and unworthy of notice they have been shown to 
he, the committee believe a service has been ren- 
dered to the institutions of our country, and to the 
decencies and hospitalities of private life, in expo- 
sing them to the contempt they merit, 

The committee confine themselves, in this report, 
to the results established by the testimony, in which 
they unanimously concur. The testimony itself 
is Set out in the minutes of the proceedings, and 
the committee have to say that all the witnesses 
summoned before them testified readily and frank- 
ly except one, (a Mr. G. T. M. Davis,) who had 
acknowledged himself to be the writer of the ex- 
tract of a letter copied into the Daily Times from 
the Missouri Republican, and charging corruption 
and British collusion on Senators and Representa- 
tives. After naming a Senator as being alluded to 
in the charge, and admitting that he had no per- 
sonal knowledce of its truth, he refused to vo on 
with his testimony unless allowed to repeat the 
hearsay of some person whom he refused to name, 
and he also refused to sign his own deposition as 
written down by himself, and in which no error 
was sugested. This individual was notified to 
attend this day, that the Senate, if it saw fit, might 
take some order with respect to him; but the com- 
mittee propose nothing, believ ing that the v indica- 
tion of the Senator named from the charge made 
against him, and all the ends of justice, will be 
fully accomplished by the publication of the ac- 
cuser’s own testimony, os far as it went. 

In conclusion, the committee have to remark that 
the editor of the Times [Mr. H. H. Roniwson] de- 
clared that he was the writer of all the articles re- 
ferred to in his paper, except the quoted extract 
from the Missouri Republican, and that he has no 
personal knowledge of the truth of anything he 
wrote in the said articles. 

In execution of that part of their duty, under the 
Senate’s order, which required the committee to 
report what “measures’’ are proper for the vindi- 
cation of the honor and character of the Senate, 
they believe it to be sufficient, in this case, to re- 
commend the printing of this report and of all the 
testimony taken by the committee, and that the 
editor and the publisher of the Times (Mr. H. H. 
Robinson and Mr. J. E. Dow) and their reporters 
be excluded from the gallery of the Senate Re- 
porters. : , 

The question being on concurring in the report— 

Mr. TURNEY rose and said that, being a mem- 
ber of the committee, it might be proper for him to 
say that he entirely concurred in the report. As 
far as the testimony went, every charge had been 
negatived; it appeared that the calumny was wholly 
without foundation. 

Mr. DICKINSON remarked that, occupying 
the position he did in regard to Oregon, it would 
not be supposed that he had any particular sym- 
pathy with this proceeding. He did not regard it 
as a matter of sufficient importance to claim the se- 
rious attention of the Senate; yet, an investigation 
having taken place, he deemed it his duty to say 
that the evidence given before the committee did 
not implicate a single Senator in the remotest de- 
cree, The report was therefore correct, and though 
it had not been siened by all the members of the 
committee, he believed it might be considered a 
unanimous report. But in reference to the exclu- 
ding of the Editors and Reporters of the ** Daily 
Times,”’ though he would not oppose the will of 
the Senate, if it were the sense of that body that 
they should be excluded from the oceupation of 
seats in the Reporters’ gallery, yet he would say 
this much in regard to those gentlemen, (for they 
had given their evidence in an exceedingly cour- 
teous and gentlemanly manner before the commit- 
tee,) that he believed them to have been the vic- 
tims of imposition rather than as having any in- 
tention to slander the Senate. 

It was a time of considerable public excitement, 
and what they had written was written rashly, 
hastily, improperly, and without the support of 


‘authority or proof; but, in his view of the matter, 


this was not the proper way to correct the errors 
of the press; and, unless the Senate deemed it ne- 
cessary to vindicate its dignity, he thought that it 
should have been passed by entirely unnoticed. In 
making these observations he did not wish to be 
understood as going against the sense of the Sen- 
ate, but he did not think anything was to be gafned 
by attempting to fetter the freedom of the press. 
Besides, by refusing to these gentlemen seats in 
the Reporters’ gallery, they would not be excluded 
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from the Senate. They would still have access to 
the gallery appropriated to the use of the public. 
Senators were at all times hable to have their mo- 
tives and their actions misrepresented. And what 
was the remedy? Ought they to undertake to ex- 
clude every individual who thus misrepresented 
them? No. Instead of taking a course so utterly 
vain and useless, he would be in faver of following 
the recommendation of the Senator from Missouri, 
and admitting on the floor of the Senate certain 
authorized reporters, that their proceedings might 
be truly and fairly reported. The reporters in the 
gallery had not an opportunity to report correetly, 
It had been represented to him, and he believed 
truly, that it was impossible for them to hear ail 
that was said, and they were besides subjected to 
interruptions from conversations carried on hy per- 
sons about them; but he was sorry to add that he 
believed there were 


some who had no disposition 
to report correctly. There were some who seemed 
to take pl asure in omitting what was really said, 
and in putting language in the mouths of Senators 
which they never uttered. This had frequentry 
heen the case in reference to himself; but how was 
the evil to be corrected? His own opinion was 
that the press ought to be left free as air. No man 
Was ever sluu by a paper bullet, unless he dis- 
charged it himself. An individual might be placed 
ina false light for a time, but men would be 
eventually weighed in even balances. Abuse, slan 

der, vituperation might for a time overflow their 
natural boundaries, and obscure those who hap 

pened to stand in the way of the filthy stream, but 
after a while it would resume its natural channel. 
He would give it entire freedom; if he had his own 
choice, he would place no restriction wpon it. He 
would allow any individual who chose to go into 
the galleries, and if he thought proper to libel the 
American Senate, he would leave him to the ordeal 
of public opinion. With regard to the present case, 
he would repeat that he regarded these men as vic- 
tims of imposition rather than as malicious slan 

derers; and he took very great pleasure in saying 
that every member of that body had been fully 
vindicated from the aspersions cast upon them. 

Mr. JARNAGIN rose and observed that, being 
the chairman of the select committee, it would 
naturally have devolved upon him to make the 
report; but he most unexpectedly found his name 
among those who were called upon to testify. The 
honorable Senator from Missouri had therefore 
taken his place, and draughted the report. He 
would also take occasion to say, while he was up, 
that other Senators, whose names were placed in 
connexion with his own, would be somewhat sur- - 
prised, perhaps, at finding themselves referred to 
as witnesses. He found, by a statement present- 
ed by the editor of the * Times,” that he expected 
to prove his allegations by certain Senators, whose 
names he appended. The committee, however, 
did not think proper to inform those gentiemen 
that they were about to have the distinction of 
appearing as conspirators upon the charge of Mr. 
H. H. Robinson, and also to be witnesses to give 
evidence of the conspiracy. 

Sut it had been said that the reporters, from the 
position they occupied, found it extremely difficult 
to hear. No doubt this was true. He found that 
the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Haywoov] 
had not made himself distinctly heard by the 
“ Times,’’ at all events; for he found that he had 
been represented as having addressed the Senate 
‘‘in favor of arbitration, or any pacific arrange- 
ment of the question.” 

He had only to observe that the reporter for the 
‘* Times’? must have been unfortunately situated. 
Had he (Mr. J.) been in the gallery, he might 

vossibly have understood the Senator as arguing 
in favor of arbitration; but, as it was, he certainly 
did not so understand him. He would suggest 
that a specific number of copies of the report be 
ordered to be printed. He believed the Senator 
from Missouri had not named the number. 

Mr. BERRIEN said he heard, with creat reeret 
—and the more so, from the fact that the Senator 
from New York [Mr. Dickinson] was himself a 
member of the select coramittee—he heard, he 
said, with great regret, the expression of his opin- 
ion that the authors and publishers of the libel 
upon the Senate of the United States were the 
victims of imposition. He inquired of the Sen- 
ator whether he had understood him correctly ? 

Mr. DICKINSON replied that he had said, in 
connexion with other matters, that he regarded 
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those gentlemen more as victims of imposition than 
as being guided by malicious intention; and he 
thought a careful attention to the circumstances of 
the case would bear him out in that conclusion. 
He had no intention of defending them; he thought 
they were exceedingly in fault. They had done 
wrong in publishing the statements they did with- 
out evidence; but from what attention he had given 
to the case, he believed that their fault lay in listen- 
ing to suggestiona to which they should not have 
jistened. 

Mr. BERRIEN said he did not rise for the pur- 
pose of entering mto any discussion with the Sen- 
ator as to the correctness of his opinion on the 
subject of the motives which actuated the authors 


and publishers of the calumny; but he rose to ex- 


press, and he reed Now 


c 


Lo repeat the expression 
that a member of that 
committe who concur- 


his onaffected surprise, 
ot tie 
which had just been read, should 
. of that 
f iy By whom were 
ey imposed on? ‘Thi rep rt in which the Sena- 


‘ 
body, and a member 
red in the report 
here intimate the belief that the publisher 
paper were vietims of imposition, 
1 
{ 


| 


r coneurred informed them that they were called 
the sources whence their information 
intty was given 
them to explain whether they had been imposed 


upon to st 


was derived, and thatample opport 


on, and, if so, how, and by whom: and the report 


further informed the Senate that, having availed 
themselves of the privileze of designating the 
surces of their information, they were, in each 


and every instance, contradicted by the persons to 
; 


whom they referred, He paused, then, to inquire 
how it was that, in the face of that report, any 
Senator, and especially any member of the com- 
miitiee, could, in the face of the American Senate, 
affirm his belief that the men who, by their own 
confession, had uttered an unfounded calumny 
against the Senate, were the victims of imposition, 
and not influenced by any malevolent intention. 
‘The report of the committee, if he understood it, 
contained the declaration that the individuals had 
no personal knowledge of the facts stated in their 
publication; and it moreover contained evidence 
that they had no authority derived from other per- 
sons. Divested, by their own confession, of all 
foundation for their statements, they stood before 
the country, not us the victims of imposition, but 
as base calumniators of the Senate. 

Mr. DICKINSON said he would not take issue 
on a point he had not made, nor would he allow 
the Senator from Georgia to do so. The Senate 
of the United States could well afford to be mag- 
nanimous; and, in pursuing its own vindication, it 
was unnecessary to go beyond vindication. He 
rose to address the Chair, believing that it became 
his position, and being unwilling, as a member of 
the committee, to sit silently by, not having signed 
the report, without adding his evidence, without 
qualification, that the Senate and every member of 
the Senate were fally and triumphantly vindicated. 
"The only point he had made was, that he doubted 
the propriety of excluding these men from the gal- 
lery. f the Senate, by adopting the report in 
full, exclude these men trom the Re porters’ galle- 
ry, the gallery appropriated to the public would 
still be open to them. He had suggested his rem- 
edy against misrepresentation, which was by pla- 
cing reporters upon the floor of the Senate, where 
they could hear, and making them responsible; 
and the country might then look to their reports 
as being authentic. 

No Senator of his age had received so many 
rebukes as himself, but he regarded them as the 
idle wind—believing that they were, as shopkeep- 
ers supply their articles, to order; and he was not 
aeeoutl to find fault with the manner in which 
this was done. 

He regretted that the remarks which he had 
thought it his duty to make had been reviewed with 
such unnecessary severity by the Senator from 
Georgia. Concurring in the report, he had only ex- 
pressed his doubt as to the propriety of excluding 
the editors or reporters from the gallery, because he 
thought the publication had been rather th? result 
of thoughtlessness than malicious intention. 

The report was then unanimously concurred in 
nem. con. 

Mr. BENTON observed that he perceived the 
hour had arrived for proceeding with the special 
order, and he would not now occupy the time 
of the Senate with any other motion, but it was 
his intention, on to-morrow, to move forthe print- 
ing of an extra number of copies of the report. 
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_ Mr. J.M. CLAYTON suggested that the per- 

son who was in custody for refusing to give evi- 
dence, as stated in the report, should be dis- 
| charged. 

Mr. BENTON said the witness was not in cus- 
tody; he had been merely notified to attend. 

The bill from the House of Representatives, 
further to amend ** An act supplementary to an 
| act to fix the value of certain moneys of account 
| in computation at the custom-house,’’ was read a 
first and second time by its title. 

Mr. DAVIS moved its reference to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, which was agreed to. 


SPECIAL ORDER—OREGON QUESTION. 


The Senate then procet ded to the eonsideration 
of the spectal order, being the Jomt Resolution of 


the Committee on Foreign Relations, proposing to | 


vive notice to Great Britain of the intention of this 
Government to annul the treaty for the joint occu- 
pation of the Oregon territ ry, and ithe Resolutions 
of Messrs. Hanxecan, CaLtnoun, CRITTENDEN, 


and Congvirt, having relation to the same subject, 


The question being on the substitute submitted by | 


Mr. Critrenven. 


Mr. CALHOUN, 


being entitled to the foor, | 


rose and addressed the Senate very nearly as fol- | 


lows: 
The question now under order for discussion is, 


whether notice shall be 


civen to Great Britain that | 


the convention of jomt occupancy between us and | 


her shall terminate atthe end of the year. To that 


. } } , 
with it. I shall say 


to Oreron. 


nothing in regard to the title 


admit that, proceeding on that foundation, it is a 
| fair inference that, if England shall renew on her 
| part the proposition which, when made on ours 
| she rejected, there would be no impediment in the 
way to its acceptance; at the same time the Presi- 
dent intimates not the slightest expectation that 
such an offer will be made on her part, or that any 
compromise will be effected. 

Such is the view which I have been constrained 
to take, after the most careful examination which 
I have been able to give to the Message of the Pres- 
ident; and if I may draw an inference from the 
opinions of those members of the Senate who be- 
lieve in the soundness of our title to the whole ter- 
ritory, they concur in this view. Indeed, the 
grounds on which they place themselves will por 
admit of their supporting the notice under any oth- 
er assumption. They go for the whole of Oregon, 
because they assert that our title to the whole terr;- 
tory, even up to 54° 40’, is clear and unquestion- 
able; and they think it better that we should assert 
that title by arms than abandon any part or por- 
tion of it. Hence it is most manifest that if they 
thought the notice could possibly result in a comi- 
promise, they would vote against it. 

And this view which I take of the Message, and 
in which these gentlemen concur, is, as I believe, 
the view entertained by the country at large. Cer- 
tainly it is, if we are to draw our conclusions from 
the general tone of the public press; or if we are to 
look at what is, perhaps, a still better index of 


|| public opinion—the course of our intelligent busi- 
question I shall confine my remarks, limiting them | 
to that and to the question immediately connected | 


Having been personally connected | 


with previous negotiations, in which that question | 


was concerned, it will be seen by all, that I could 
not do so without impropriety; and, therefore, that 


it is proper that I should pass it by without notice. | 


[ shall abstain from everything of a personal char- 
acter, and from everything calculated to wound 
the feelings of any gentleman; but, at the same 
time, I shall express nyself freely, fully, and can- 
didly on all the subjects on which I shail consider 
it my duty to touch. With these few prefatory 
remarks, I shall proceed at once to the question of 
notice, 


There is one point on which we must all be | 


agreed, and that is, that a great change has taken 
place since the commencement of the session in 
the importance of this question, and in its bearing 
upon peace and war. At that time, this measure 
of notice was of the greatest and most weighty im- 
portance, involving as it did the question whether 
peace with Great Britain should or should not con- 
tinue. Now, it has become one of comparatively 
minor importance, and may be decided either way 
without exerting any decisive effect on those im- 
portant interests. So great, indeed, is this change, 
that the very reasons which are urged in the Ex- 
ecutive Message in support of the recommendation 
that notice shall be given, have no longer their ap- 
plication. The bearings both of the measure and 
of the several parties in the Senate which have 
grown out of it, are entirely altered. That the 
Executive recommendation to terminate the notice 
is founded on the conviction that, pending such a 
notice, there can be no compromise of our diffi- 
culties on the Oregon question, must be, I think, 
admitted on all sides. Indeed, the language of the 
Message is explicit to that effect. It expresses 
the President’s conviction that no compromise 
could be effected which we ought to accept. It 
announces to us that he made to the British com- 
missioner an offer of the parallel of 49°, but that 
offer having been rejected, he ordered that it should 
be immediately withdrawn. And on that same 
conviction he recommends to Congress the pas- 
sage of this notice, with a view to the removal of 
all impediments to the assertion of our right to the 
whole of the Oregon territory. Assuming that 
| there would be no compromise, the President tells 
us that, at the expiration of twelve months, a pe- 
riod will have arrived when our tide to that coun- 
try must either be abandoned or firmly maintained. 
Throughout the whole Message there is not the 
slightest intimation that any compromise is ex- 
| pected; but, on the contrary, the entire document 
assumes the opposite view. 
Yet I admit that the grounds on which the Pres- 
| ident bases this, his conviction, are derived from 
the negotiation itself, and mainly from the fact that 
| his offer of a compromise on 49° was rejected. I 





ness men; for the reception of the Message had 
the most decided effect upon the public stocks, 
No sooner was its language heard than insuranes 
immediately rose, and, as our vessels returned from 
their foreign voyages, instead of their being sent out 
again to sea, they were suffered to remain inactive 
at the wharves. 
Such, too, was the view taken by another por- 
| tion of the Senate—among which | consider my- 
self as included—and who were opposed to the 
giving of this notice. ‘They opposed it on grounds 
directly the reverse of those on which these gentle- 
men advocated it. Those who advocated the no- 
tice did so because they believed there would be no 
compromise, and could be none. We were oppo- 
sed to the notice, because we did not agree with 
them in that opinion. We believed, on the con- 
trary, that a compromise might be effected, and a 
common ground assumed to which both nations 
| would agree. Wedid not think that the American 
| title to the whole of Oregon to be so perfectly clear 
as to be indisputable. We held that the ttle of 
| neither nation to the whole country was perfect; 
and, therefore, we could not, and did not, believe 
that two powerful and enlightened nations, such as 
Great Britain and the United States, would go to 
war on such a question, so long as war could by 
| possibility be honorably and properly avoided. 
This was the view of all who opposed the giving 
of notice at this time. We wished to give to both 
parties in this controversy a breathing time—a sea- 
son for calm and mature reflection; under the influ- 
ence of which they might come to some just, and 
honorable, yet pacific conclusion; and because we 
thought that the immediate giving of such a notice 
as was proposed would bring Great Britain to one 
| of two alternatives—either to acquiesce in the state 
of things in which we had placed the question, 80 
as to permit us to get possession of the territory by 
| the gradual results of colonization, or to change the 
onus, and cast the blame of making war from our 
shoulders upon hers, compelling her to take the 
attitude of the aggressor. i 
There were other gentlemen in this body who 
acted with different views. These were in favor 
of a compromise. They, too, thought that our 
title was not perfect, but yet were in favor of giv- 
ing notice, because they believed, notwithstanding 
the tone and language of the Message, that the 
two measures were compatible—that we might 
| give this notice to terminate the convention, _ 
| yet effect an amicable compromise of all our diffi- 
culties. The grounds on which they come to this 
conclusion seem to be three. In the first place 
they think that the language of the Executive 
shows that he still entertains the hope of compro- 
mise. They quote to us his express language, 
where he says that he hopes an amicable arrange- 
ment may be made of the questions in dispute. 
am fully aware that the President does use this 
», and that the same thing was said twice 


lan, 
By the Hearstasy of State, in the course of the cor- 














1846, 





respondence; but it seems — to me that, | 


on the plainest and justest rules of construction, 
the Message can be considered as expressing that 
meaning. Itis a most solemn and weighty State 

aper, addressed by the Executive of the nation to 
a co-ordinate branch of the Government, and in 
which he is bound to hold the plainest and most | 
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explicit language—to state with the utmost frank- || 
ness his real sentiments, and to give the reasons || 


on which they are founded. This is his duty, 
and this he has performed. And he says, very 
clearly, that he recommends this notice in order 
that we may assert our title to the whole territory, 
and, if necessary, support that title by arms. I 
cannot look beyond the Message for the Pres- | 
ident’s motives. It is impossible for me to over- | 
rule the plain and salnalite construction which is | 
on its face by any other which I might feel dis- | 
posed to place on it. To place any other upon it 
would, in my judgment, be to disparage the char- 
acter of the President. 
Another ground taken by these gentlemen is, | 
that the President wants to employ this notice as 
amoral weapon, nota physical one. Butnosuch | 
idea is expressed in the Message. The language 
of the President is explicit to the contrary. It | 
looks not to a moral, but a physical termination of 
the difficulty. But, admitting that he wants to 
use it as a moral weapon, what does that mean? 
It must mean that he wants to use it for the pur- | 
pose of intimidation. Now, I submit to the com- 
mon sense of every gentleman, whether, if this 
notice should be used in that light, with a great 
and powerful nation like Great Britain, its effect, 
instead of leading to a compromise, would not be 
precisely the reverse. It would be a direct appeal 
to her fears, to induce her to yield, under such a 
motive, what she would not yield otherwise. 
The third reason is, that the convention of 1818, | 
and renewed in 1827, was wrong from the begin- | 
ning; that, as a measure of policy, it was a great | 
mistake; that its effect was to fetter the assertion | 
of our rights; and that it would have been better, 
so fir as our rights in the territory were concerned, 
if there had been no such convention at all. In 
that opinion I cannot concur: I dissent from it | 
wholly: I hold precisely the Opposite opinion: I | 
believe that, but for that convention, the preserva- 
tion of our rights could have been effected only by 
an appeul to arms. 
war in 1818 and 1827, or must have acquiesced in 
the hostile claims of Great Britain, (for in that case 
they would have been hostile.) If we could at that 


! 
| 
We must either have gone to |, 
} 
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compromise; and substantially on the basis which | and there is no statesman worthy of the name who 


we have ourselves offered? Sure I am that no intel- 


| ligent and reflecting man can read the language of 


| Sir Robert Peel in reply to Lord John Russell, and 


not see that he is prepared to act on a proposition 
substantially the same with that which was reject- 
ed by Mr. Pakenham. This declaration of the 
Premier of Great Britain was made with very 
great effect; his object in making it was not to cen- 
sure the able and very faithful representative of 
Great Britain in this country, but to give emphasis 
to the assurance that he was ready to make a just 
and fair compromise of the disputed question. 1 
hope sincerely that our Government has not over- 
looked that declaration; it was a direct step to- 
wards compromise, and I trust it has been met in 
the same spirit. I trust that intelligence has, be- 
fore this time, gone abroad to Great Britain to that 


| effect, so as to remove the only difficulty which 


now lies in the way. 

Under the views that I entertain, it is no longer 
a question whether our difficulties may be pacifi- 
cally arranged or not; nor is it even a question as 
to the manner: it is simply a question of time. 
But there ought to be no delay, because the busi- 
ness of both nations and of the world requires 
that it should be settled. On great, and moment- 
ous, and delicate questions like these, there are 
the highest public rersons why there should be no 
delay. Once settle the question of Oregon, and 
we may then settle the question of Mexico; but 
till then, Mexico will caleulate the chances of a 
rupture between us and Great Britain; and if she 
sees any chance of a war against us, she will go 
over to the Power which makes war upon us. Re- 
move these chances, put an end to such a hope, 
and Mexico will speedily settle every pending 
question between her and the United States; and 
si I trust, we shall deal generously with her. 
She is weak—feeble in the extreme—and I trust 
that we shall adopt no harsh measures with her. 

I have now explained the change which has 


| taken place in the bearing of this measure of no- 


'tice on the questions of peace and war. 

change consists in this: that when the notice was |! 
| vided. ! 
_say whether they will insist on pushing this ques- 


' 
} 


j 


time have obtained the latitude of 49° as a com- | 


promise ey, it would have been wise in us || 


to have done so; but we attempted it in vain. That | 
attempt failing, what other alternative was left us? | 
Either this convention or war. The convention | 
was a Substitute for war; and, while it prevented | 
war, it atthe same time preserved our rights in| 
Oregon inviolate so long as the convention should 
continue. I think that those who entered into that 
treaty acted wisely. It has become but too com- 
mon at this day for us to sit in judgment on the acts 
of our predecessors, and to pronounce them to have | 
been unjust, unwise, or unpatriotic, while we pass 
over the circumstances of their day, and under 


| 
| 


which they acted. Look at the men concerned. | 
Look at Munroe—at Rush—at Clay; it would be | 


hard, indeed, to pronounce men like these to have 
been either unpatriotic or unwise. Or, if we look 
at the great names of those who have since acqui- 
esced in the measure they adopted—at Jackson, | 
and at others since—it would be hard to say that | 
such men deliberately acquiesced in an arrange- 
ment hostile to the best interests of their country. 
I do not name the prominent individual concerned, | 
because his course since that time has cancelled 
any previous credit to which he might have enti- 
led himself. 

_ Such was the state of things when this resolu- 
tion of notice was first introduced into the Senate. 
Since then, as I have said, there has been a mighty 
change: ublic opinion has developed itself, not 
only on this, but on the other side of the Atlantic; | 
and that voice of public opinion has uttered | 
itself most audibly and clearly in favor of a com- 
promise. Here, too, the same change has been | 
manifested, insomuch that I hazard nothing when 
car that a large, a very large, majority of this 


| 
| 
‘ 


i} 





| 
| 
| 





ody is at this moment in favor of a compromise— | 


an honorable compromise. 


And does not all the 
langu 


e and conduct of the British Government | 


| 
| 


The 


recommended, there existed no hope of a compro- 
mise; but now the highest and most confident hope 
is felt by almost all. 
great interest connected with our deciding this 
question of notice, one way or another. Just in 


| proportion as the prospect of compromise was 


small, the importance of the notice was great; but 


would be guilty of the political quackery of advo- 
cating always the same course of policy, though 
the circumstances of his country had completely 
altered. 


But not only has the Exevrutive position changed, 


but the position of the parties in the Senate has 
changed in no less degree; and my friends here 
who go for all of Oregon (friends I will call them, 
for | have no other than the most friendly feelings 


' towards them) must and do feel that there has been 


Now, therefore, there is no | 


as the prospect of compromise increases, the meas- | 


ure of notice becomes of less and less importance. 
We have now reached a point when we can de- 


cide the question without much feeling on either || 


side, 

I now proceed to another point in my remarks, 
and to inquire what is the bearing of this measure 
on the position of the Executive, and what on the 
position of the parties in this body. 

The conduct of the Executive must now be 
greatly changed. He must act very differently 


now from what he would have done when he re- | 


commended the notice under the persuasion that 
there could be no compromise, but that we must 
assert our rights by arms. 


sible. 
of acompromise. If now he has a different view, 
and thinks that Great Britain is ready to meet us 
with an offer such as we made, I here say that, if 
he shall now decline that offer, I do not envy him 
the consequences that shall follow. 


dent; it is a change in the state of things. So far 
from its being any inconsistency, it is, on the con- 
trary, the highest consistency to agree to a com- 
promise when matters have reached a point which 


was not contemplated when he sent us his Mes- | 


sage. There is prevalent among us a great error 
in regard to this matter of consistency. Some 


persons think that consistency consists in a uni- | 


form adherence to one policy, let the circumstances 
of the country change or not. Others think that 
consistency lies in always thinking the same way, 


after the man has seen the most cogent reasons for | 
changing his opinion. The consistency of these | 


persons is much like the course of a physician 
who, in the treatment of a malignant fever, should 
give emetics and calomel at the beginning, and then 
hold himself bound to continue to give emetics and 
calomel through every subsequent stage of the dis- 


} 


| 
| 
| 


a change. 
was wholly inconsistent with any compromise, 
they were its warm and enthusiastic advocates; 
but now, when they begin to discover that, not- 
withstanding the giving of the notice, a compro- 
mise may still be effected, they find themselves 


/a great change has taken place. 


| tice shall be given? 





So long as they thought that notice 


without the same reason for their former zeal; and 
I shall not be at all surprised if, before this ques- 
tion is finally put, these very gentlemen shall vote 
against the notice altogether. 

Sut T trust the friends to whom JT allude 
undergone a still further change besides that of 
their position. I trust they now begin to sce that 
there are some doubts in regard to our title to the 
whole of Oregon. That it is unquestionable they 
cannot now say; for it has been questioned with 
creat ability in their presence on this floor. lL know, 
indeed, that their convictions have been as honest 
as they have been strong. But, adinitting that our 
title seemed to them ever so clear, is not something 
due to the changes which have since taken place ? 
Is nothing due to the fact that a majority even of 
their own political friends think that our title is 
not so clear but that a compromise may be honor- 
ably effected? Is nothing due to their epinion ? 
And does not the mere faet of such a division of 
opinion among men perfeetly honest on both sides 
present the strongest reason why the dispute need 
not and ought not to be decided by force? I appeal 
to these Senators as patriots, as wise and prudent 
men, to say, when our contest is with so great a 
Power, whether they are willing to hazard all for 


have 


| a question on which the opinions of good and hon- 


est men all over their country are undeniably di- 
I appeal to them even as party men, to 


tion to such an extreme as to divide their party. 

As to the other portion of the Senate, (in which 
I consider myself as included,) it is undeniable that 
I feel it myself. 
Nothing could once have induced me to consent to 
the notice recommended by the President; but now 
it is very possible I may give my vote for a modi- 
fied notice in some form. 

And this brings me now, at length, to the direct 
question to which all I have yet said is preliminary. 
Shall we give to Great Britain the notice proposed, 


‘or shall we not? The question is not free from 


doubt. But there are two reasons in favor of it. 
One reason in its favor is, that it will prevent the 


| continued agitation of this Oregon question being 


kept up in the country, and carried into the next 
Presidential election. The measure of notice, if 


- 


| properly _— will, I trust, keep all quiet until 
| the year 

That he can advise the | 
same thing now which he advised then, is impos- 
Then, he had not the remotest expectation | 


ras expired, and then there will be no 
room for any further difficulty. 

Another reason in its favor is, that in all proba- 
bility Great Britain will not make a final move un- 
til Congress shall have acted on the subject; so that 


| we should, as soon as possible, do something in 


i} 


the matter. If it were not for the force of this con- 


| sideration, I should be for postponing the notice 
: The change || 
which has taken place is not a change in the Presi- | 


for the present. get “ted 

And now to the question, in what form the no- 
I will vote, under no circum- 
stances, for a naked absolute notice; because that 


| would be to leave some doubt in the country, and 


on the public mind generally, whether we preferred 
to adhere to the state of things which existed when 
the Message was penned or not. The circumstan- 


| ces of the case have greatly changed. We are not 


in the same state of things which existed when the 
Executive Message first came in; and I cannot 
vote under the remotest impression that there will 
be no compromise. If any gentleman once hoped 
so, and would have gone for the notice under that 
hope, that motive has now passed away. 

Nor can I vote for the resolution which has been 
sent us from the House of Representatives. I have 
two objections to it. It i& equivocal in its neanee- 
If it means to declare that the President may settle 


'| this difficulty by compromise, it means nothing, for 


itself clearly demonstrate that it is in favor of a |! ease. Consistency like this would kill the patient; || the President has that right; but if it is meant asa 









































































ERE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


304 


1} . > . . . } 
hint to him to negotiate for a compromise, then I |) ain contends to be still in existence, but which we || And when war must be met, I shall be among the 
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am for speaking more plainly. 1 am most deci- 
dedly against all equivocation in matters of State 
policy. Let us say plainly what we mean to say. 
{f we mean compromise, let us say compromise; 
and not send the President a resolution on which 
he may put just any interpretation that suits him. 

If we vive this notice at all, | think it should be 
eivyen substantially as has been proposed by the 
If I conseit to the no- 
tice, it will be, as I have said, to keep this agitation 
from runnine into the next Presidential election, 
and finally to terminate the question; and if we 
rive it at all, let us give it precisely as we intend, 
expressing the opinion that the difficulty should be 
settled by compromise. So much I feel inclined to 
. L say inclined, for I hold this whole 
question of the notice subordinate to the greater 
the preservation of peace and the 
settlement of our difficulties without a resort to 
arms. My vote in recard to notice will rest on the 
question whether the netice will advance that end 
‘nd I shall, therefore, reserve myself un- 
til | shall be satisfied on that potnt. 

I have thus stated why I am for a compromise, 
and how far Lam in favor of giving notice. — 1 vote 
on both subjects under circumstances in which I 
find myself placed, and for which I am not in the 
lenst re | am doing the best | can where 
i find myself. and not what | might have done un- 
I repeat, that for these 
cireumstances Lam not responsible. learly resisted 
that state of things which has now come to pass. 
In 1843 this question for the first time assumed a 
pect. I then saw, or thought | saw, 
what was coming, and l examined the question un- 
After the maturest reflection I 
enme to the conclusion which I then stated. I saw 
that there were two routes before us: oné of them 
was to adhere to the convention of 1827, to do 
nothing to terminate it, and to adhere strictly and 
rigidly to its provisions. I saw that although for 
a time that beneficially for 
Great Britain, yet the period was at hand when our 
turn would come to derive its benefits. 


rentleman from CGreorgia. 


vote for. 


question, viz: 
i 


or not, 


7. 
spronsivoie, 


der different circumstances, 
danverou as 


der all its aspects . 


convention operated 


lis opera- 


tion threw into her hands the whole fur trade of 


that remion, and we stood by while the whole of 
that rich harvest was reaped by her subjects; but 
I saw that we would soon derive the most im- 
portant advantages from the provisions of the 
treaty. The resistiess increase of our popula- 
tion and the gradual progress of their enterprise 
was bringine them fast to the foot of the Rocky 
mountains. The great South pass had been dis- 
covered, and I saw that the settlement of Oregon 
by American citizens was rapidly approaching. 

‘If we should only adhere strictly to the convention, 
the progress of things would eventually decide who 
should have the possession of the territory. Our 
power to populate the region, and thus to obtain 
its actual possession, was far greater than that of 
Creat Britain. [ts distance from us was far less; 
the access to it was through an open, grassy coun- 
try, and, to men so active and hardy as our west- 
eri pioneers, the journey presented comparatively 
small dificultv: whereas to reach Oregon from 


byt 


Great Britain re quire dacireumnavigation of twenty 
thousand miles, a space but a little short of the cir- 


cumference of the vlobe . Of all the spots on the 
face of the earth, presenting to her the possibility 
Orezon wes the most remote. 
There were hundreds of colonies that lay nearer, 
and presented a better soil and climate. Even New 
Zealand was nearer to the shores of England. All, 
therefore, that we had to do was to stick to the 
convention, to observe all its provisions with the 
most scrupulous fidelity, and then let the question 
of title be quietly and gradually s¢ tilled by the ac- 
tual occupation and possession of the country. ‘To 
this course there was but one impediment: Great 
Britain might g But I had no such 
fear; for [ had read the discussions of this question 
on her side, and I thought I clearly saw that she 
placed no great value upon Oregon, as a permanent 
possession of the British Crown, but rather seemed 
io conclude that, from its geographical position, the 
United States must ultimately get the whole of it. 
But, even if her calculation was otherwise, there 
great impediments in the way of her giving no- 


of eolonization, 


ive the notice. 


wert 
tice Lo terminate the convention. 
she pleased, so could we: this was an express pro- 
vision of the treaty, and could not, in itself, be con- 
sidered as a hostile movement on either side. But 
| was another convention which Great Brit- 


lhaere 


_ heaven, that it would not do 


She could do so if 


insist has expired, and that is the convention of i| last to flinch. 


Nootka. ‘This treaty of Nootka is in strict an- 
should give us no notice, it could not be set aside 
unless its provisions were violated. We had ob- 
served the terms of our convention, and this fore- 
closed her from the possibility of such a move- 
ment, 

It seemed, then, to me, clear as the light of 
for us to make a 
movement of any kind. We might, indeed, give 
our people some facilities in reaching the country; 
and when they got there, we might extend our 
laws over them personally, but not territorially. 
I doubted then, and 1 still doubt, even the expe- 
diency of going so far as that; but, most clearly, 
we could not set up our laws there territorially; 
because the moment we should do that, we must 
establish a custom-house, and levy and collect du- 
ties; and if there is anything that can alienate the 
affections of those people from us, it will be the 
collection of high duties. Our people have gone 
there as their fathers came to New England at 
the beginning, setting aside the religious principle 
which had so ereat an influence on their action; 
and one important end they seek is the enjoyment 
of free trade. They will contend as earnestly for 
the free enjoyment of the trade of the Pacilic as 
their ancestors did for that of the Atlantic before 
the Revolution. If we levy high duties on their 
infant trade, they will soon find a neighboring Pow- 
er who will extend to them greater advantages in 
this respect, and whose influence might rend the 
territory from you. My disposition has been to 
let them go there and govern themselves. That is 
a business for which they seem to have a native 
instinct, that marks their origin. Let them go 
there and settle the country, and then gradually, 
and with great judgment and caution, extend our 
laws over them, as it may become necessary; for 
here is the most delicate and critical point in the 
whole aflair. 

‘he other course that lay open to us was that 
pointed out in the bill of 1843, which provided for 
the practical assertion of our rights in the territory, 


and the exercise of our sovereignty there to a cer- | 


tain extent, by the passage of certain general laws. 
I thought this course not to be a fit and proper 
one. I saw very plainly what would be the con- 
sequence; and, indeed, it requires but little reflec- 
tion to perceive this. ‘To extend our settlements 
in Oregon, in conformity with the provisions of 
that bill, would be inconsistent with the terms of 
the convention, and would speedily bring us either 
to negotiation or to war. I anticipated that the 
result would be negotiation. And what then? 
Negotiation must end either in compromise or 
war. I never could believe in any other result. 


the parallel of 49°. The past history of the whole 
matter decided that; and, besides, as 49° was the 
boundary on this side the mountains, most people 
would think it reasonable and natural it should be 
the boundary on the other side. 

But | would go neither for notice nor for com- 
promise, so long as we could persevere in what I 
conceived to be the true American policy. Hence 
I did resist the bill of 1843, in common with many 
able men in both Houses. It passed here by an 
equivocal majority of one vote, (the Senator voting 
under instructions in the affirmative,) but it was 
lost in the other House. Since then, the proposi- 
tion for notice has been repeated, with a view to 
taking possession of the whole country. And so 
now we are where we are—a position which all 
ought to have foreseen—where we must compro- 
mise or fight. 

I say, then, if there is any responsibility attached 
to the circumstances in which I find myself, I 
stand acquitted from any participation in it. The 
responsibility lies among my friends on the right. 
[ doubt not they acted patriotically, but impa- 
tiently—in obedience to the impatience of their 
people. ‘They have suffered themselves to be 
pushed into their present position without due 
reflection. 

Now, being brought to the alternative by cir- 
cumstances over which I have no control, I go for 
compromise, and against war. 
Lam actuated by ho unmanly fear of consequences. 
1 know that, under the existing state of the world, 


wars are sometimes necessary: the utmost regard | 


for justice and equity cannot always prevent them. 


. | in support of this assertion. But Lam averse f, 
alogy with our convention of 1818; and if she || goi 


| that line. 


| the whole Union. 
| also saw that, if we compromised, it must be on || 


| tremendous on both sides. 
| nothing; 


_ rance of our widely-spread and still sprea 


But in this course | 


I may appeal to my past history 
A: ; rom 
going to war on this question, for the reasons | 
have given. But not for these only: I have still 
higher reasons. Althourch wars may at times wr 
necessary, yet peace is a positive good, and w; r 
is a positive evil; and I cling to peace so lone as 
it can be preserved consistently with the national 
safety and honor; and I am against war go Joyo 
as it can be avoided without a sacrifice of either. 
I am opposed to war in this case, because neither 
of these exigencies exist: it may be, as I conceive 
avoided without sacrificing either the national 
honor or the national safety. But if these dan 
did exist, to a certain extent, war is stil] hic ly 
inexpedient; because our rights in Oregon can b, 
sustained with more than an equal chance of 
cess without war than with it. This is a great 
and weighty reason against war. He who eves 
so stoutly to war for ‘all of Oregon or none.” 


is 


Suc- 


|may possibly come out of it with “none.” | 


concede to my countrymen the possession of all 
the bravery, patriotism, and intelligence which cay, 
be claimed for them: but we shall go into this 
contest with great disadvantages on our side. As 
long as Great Britain has a large force in the east, 
and is mistress of the sea, she can carry on the war 
at much less expense. 

There is another reason why I am opposed to 
it: the war would soon cease to be for Orezon: the 
struggle would be for empire, and it would be be- 
tween the greatest Power in Europe on the one 
side, and the greatest and most growing and spirit 
ed people of the west on the other. It would be 
pressed on upon both sides with al! the force, vic- 
or, energy, and perseverance of two great and 
brave nations; each would strike the other in the 
most vulnerable point, and the blows would be 
tremendous. Amidst the uproar of such a con- 
test, Oregon would soon be forgotten, utterly for- 
gotten, to be recovered, if at all, on the contingen- 
cies of success or the reverse. 

My next reason is, that, though it is alleged that 
we must fight in order to protect our citizens in 
Oregon, instead of their protection war would en- 
sure their utter destruction. It is the most certain 
way to sacrifice them. This I will never consent 
to do. They are American citizens—our brethren 
and kindred. We have encouraged them to go 
there; and I never will give a vote the result of 
which must be their utter and speedy destruction 
Sut if we make a compromise on latitude 49° 


| they will all be safe; for, if 1 am rightly informed, 


there is nota man of them to be found north of 
This will carry all the points we have 
in view, instead of sacrificing them all. 

Iam against war, too, for reasons common to 
I believe that the most success- 
ful and triumphant war we could possibly wage— 


| even if, in ten years, we should get all the most 
| extravagant advocate of war has dared to hope 
‘| for—if we could take the Canadas, and New 
| Brunswick, and Nova Scotia, and every other 


British possession, and drive her flag from th 
whole continent, aie our advantages ull 
we had accomplished the downfall of the British 


| throne, and she should yield up spear and shield 
, and trident at our feet, it would be to us the most 


disastrous event that could happen. I do not now 


| allude to the ravages and desolations of warfare; 


to the oceans of blood that must flow, and the va- 
rious miseries that ever accompany the contest o! 
arms; because I have never observed that the state- 
ment of these things had any great effect upon a 
brave people. No doubt the evils would be very 
great, see tl there are no two nations in the 
world who can do each other so much harm 1) 
war, or so much good in peace, as Great Britain 
and the United States. The devastation would be 
But all this goes for 
g; for this may all be repaired. The in- 
domitable industry, and enterprise, and Saba 
, ing and 

multiplying population, will soon find ways and 
means of repairing whatever merely physical dis- 
asters war can inflict. But war has far heavier 
inflictions for a free people; it works a social and 
political change in the people themselves, and in 
the character of their institutions. A war such as 
this, will be of vast extent ; every nerve and muscie 


| on either side will be strained to the utmost; every 


commandable dollar will be put in requisition; not 


| a portion of our entire frontier but will become the 
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scene of contest. It will be a Mexican war on the 
one side, and an Indian war upon the other, Its 
flames will be all around us; it will be a war on the 
Pacific and a war on the Atlantic; it will rage on 
every side, and fill the land. Suppose Oregon 
shall be abandoned, we must raise seven armies 
and two navies; we must raise and equip an army 
acainst the Mexicans; and let no man sneer at the 
mention of such a Power. Under the guidance 
and training of British officers, the Mexican popu- 
jation could be rendered a formidable enemy. See 
what Britain has made of the feeble Sepoys of In- 
dia. The Mexicans are a braver and a hardier 
people, and they will form the cheapest of all ar- 
yaies. With good training and good pay, they 
may be rendered a very formidable force. Then, 
we must have another army to guard our southern 
Auantic frontier, and another to protect our north- 
ern Atlantic frontier, and another to operate on our 
northeastern boundary, and sull another to cover 
our Indian frontier. At the least estimate, we 
shall require a force of not less than two hundred 
roe men in the field. In addition to that, 
the venerable and intelligent Albert Gallatin has 
calculated the cost of such a war at sixty-five mil- 
lions of dollars; but that amount istoo small. A 
hundred millions is not an over-estimate; and of 
this sum, fifty millions must be raised annually, 
by loans or paper; so that, allowing the war to 
continue for ten years, we shall have an amount of 
five hundred millions of public debt. Add to this 
the losses which must accrue on loans: it will 
be very difficult to get these loans negotiated in 
Europe: for, owing to the unfortunate manner in 
which this affair has been conducted, the feeling in 
Europe will be generally against us. We cannot 
obtain the requisite sums under an interest of thirty 
aud forty per cent. Add all these expenses, and 
our total debt will not be less than seven hundred 
and fifty millions. 

But this is not all. We shall be plunged into 
the paper system as deeply as we were in the 
days of the Revolution; and what will then be our 
situation at the conclusion of the war? We shall 
be left with a mortgage of seven hundred and fifty 
millions of dollars on the labor of the American 
people; for it all falls on the labor of the country 
at last, while much of the money will go into the 


pockets of those who struck not a blow in the con- | 


lest. 


This is a hard job, as all of us know who have 
gone through with it. 
the war will naturally be to obliterate the line of 


distinction between the State and General Gov- | 
We shall hear no more about State | 


ernments, 
rights, but the Government will become in effect a 
consolidated republic. 
will give a military impulse to the national mind 
which can never be overcome. 
the nation will seek conquest after conquest, and 
will soon become possessed by a spirit totally in- 
consistent with the forms and genius of our Gov- 


By our very success, it | 


THE 





’ 


to advance the comforts of human life in a degree 
far beyond all that was ever known or hoped be- 
fore. Civilization has been spreading its influence 
far and wide, and the general progress of human 
society has outstripped all that had been previous- 
ly witnessed. The invention of man has seized 
upon and subjugated two great agencies of the nat- 
ural world which never before were made the ser- 
vants of man: I refer to steam and electricity, un- 
der which, of course, I include magnetism in all its 
phenomena. Steam has been controlled and avail- 
ed of for all the purposes of human intercourse. 
True, the steam-engine had been discovered before 
that period, but its powers have been subsequently 
perfected, and by its resistless energies has brought 
nations together whom nature had seemed to sepa- 


rate by insurmountable barriers. It has shortened | 


the passage across the Atlantic more than one-half, 
while the rapidity of travelling on land has been 


| three times greater than by the common motive 


power. Within the same period man has chained 


| the very lightning of heaven, and brought it down 


and made it administer to the transmission of bu- 


| man thought, insomuch that it may with truth be 
| said that our ideas are not only transmitted with 


the rapidity of lightning, but by lightning itself. 
Magic wires are stretching themselves in ail diree- 
tions over the globe, and when their mystic meshes 
shall at length have been perfected, our globe itself 
will be endowed with a sensitiveness which will 
render it impossible to touch it on any one point 
and the touch not be felt from one end of the world 
to the other. All this progress, all this growth of 
human happiness, all this spread of human light 
and knowledge, will be arrested by war. And 
shall we incur a result like that which must be 


| produced by a war, for Oregon? And this work 
| 18 as yet but commenced; it is but the breaking of 
| the dawn of the world’s great jubilee. It promises 
'a day of more refinement, more intellectual bright- | 


We should then have the task of restoring |! 
uw circulating medium of a sounder character, and || 
that from the deepest degradation of the currency. || 


i} 


The ambition of || 


ness, more moral elevation, and consequently of 


more human felicity, than the world has ever seen | 
| from its creation, 
| Now the United States and England are two na- | 

tions to be pre-eminently instrumental in bringing | 
about this happy change, because I consider them 

as being the most advanced in the scale of human | 


this amelioration, because they have the control of 
the greatest and most extensive commerce at pres- 
ent in existence. We have been thus distinguish- 
ed by Providence for a great and a noble purpose, 


|, and I trust we shall fulfil our high destiny. 
Besides, the influence of || 


| improvement, and most in circumstances to further | 


Again, I am opposed to war, because I hold that | 


it is now to be determined whether two such na- 
tions as these shall exist for the future as friends 
or enemies. <A. declaration of war of one of them 
against the other must be pregnant with miseries, 


not only to themselves, but to the world around | 


them. 
Another reason is, that mighty means are now 


|, put into the hands of both to cement and secure a 


ernment; and this will Jead, by a straight and easy 
road, to that gulf of all republics—a military des- | 


potism. 


Then we shall have to provide for three | 


or four suecessful generals, who will soon be com- | 


peting for the Presideney. Before the generation 
which waged the war shall have passed away they 
will witness a contest between hostile generals. 
He who conquered Mexico, and he who conquered 


Canada, will each insist upon his right to the seat | 
of power, and they will end their struggle by the | 


sword. Freedom thus lost, institutions thus un- 
dermined and overturned, never can be recovered. 
The national ruin will be irretrievable. 

| appeal, then, to gentlemen near me—to my 


friends, whose separation from us on this question | 


I deeply regret—and I say to them, is it for you, 
who are Democrats par excellence—for you, who 
are the enemies of paper money and the sworn 


destroyers of all banks and all artificial classes in | 
soclety—is it for you to vote for a measure of such | 


very equivocal success ? 

But { have still higher reasons. 
‘o war as a friend to human improvement, to hu- 
inan Civilization, to human progress and advance- 
ment. Never in the history of the world has there 
occurred a period so remarkable as the peace which 


I am opposed | 


followed the battle of Waterloo for the great ad- | 


vaices made in the condition «f human society, 
and that in various forms. ‘The chemical and me- 


chanical powers have been investigated and applied | 


perpetual peace, by breaking down the barriers of 
commerce and uniting them more closely in an in- 
tercourse mutually beneficial. If this shall be ac- 
complished, other nations will, one after another, 
follow the fair example, and a state of general pros- 


perity, heretofore unknown, will gradually unite | 


and bless the nations of the world. 


And far more than that. An intercourse like 
this points to that inspiring day which philoso- 
phers have hoped for, which poets have seen in 


| the bright visions of fancy, and which praphesy 


| has seen in holy vision—when man shall 
/no more. 
world like this, and not feel his heart exult at the | 
And who can doubt that, in the hand | 


| prospect ? 


Whe can contemplate a state of the 


| of an omnipotent Providence, a free and unrestrict- 
ed commerce shall prove one of the greatest ageyts | 


in bringing it about? 
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earn war | 


Finally, | am against war because peace—peace | 


is pre-eminently our policy. There are nations in 


the world who may resort to war for the settlement | 


of their differences, and still grow great; but that 


| nation is not ours. Providence has cast our happy 


inheritance where its frontier extends for twenty- 
three degrees of latitude along the Atlantic coast. 
It has given us a land which, in natural advan- 
tages, is perhaps unequalled by any other. Abun- 


dant in ail resources; excellent in climate; fertile | 


and exuberant in soil; capable of sustaining, in the 
plentiful enjoyment of ail the necessaries of life, a 
population of two hundred millions of souls. Our 
great mission as a people is to occupy this vast do- 
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inain—there to fulfil the primeval command to in- 
crease and multiply, a replenish the land with 
an industrious and virtuous population; to level 
the forests, and let in upon their solitude the light 
of day; to clear the swamps and morasses, and re- 
deem them to the plough and sickle; to spread over 
hill and dale the echoes of human labor and human 
happiness and contentment; to fill the land with 
cities, and towns, and villages; to unite its oppo- 
site extremities by turnpikes and railroads; to scoop 
out canals for the transmission of its products, and 
open rivers for its internal trade. War ean only 
impede the fulfilment of this high mission of Hea- 
ven; it absorbs the wealth, and diverts the energy 
Which might be so much better devoted to the im 
provement of our country. All we want is peace— 
established peace; and then time, under the gui- 
dance of a wise and cautious policy, will soon 
effect fur us all the rest. I say time will do it, un- 
der the influence of a wise and masterly inactivity 
—a phrase than which none other has been less 
understood or more grossly misrepresented. By 
some, who should have known beiter, it has been 
construed to mean inaction. But mere inertness, 
and what is meant by a wise inactivity, are things 
wide apart as the poles. ‘The one is the offspring 
of ignorance and of indolence; the other is the re- 
sult of the profoundest wisdom—a wisdom which 
looks into the nature and bearing of things: which 
sees how conspiring causes work out their etlecis, 
and shape and change the condition of man. 
Where we find that natural causes will of thero- 
selves work out our good, our wisdom is to let 
them work; and all our task is to remove impedi- 
ments. In the present case, one of the greatest of 
these impediments is found in our impatience. 

He who cannot understand the difference be- 
tween an inactivity like this, and mere stupid in- 
action, and the doing of nothing, is as yet but in 
the horn-book of political science. Yes, tme— 
ever-laboring time—will effect everything for us. 
Our population is now increasing at the annual aver- 
age of six hundred thousand. Let the next twen- 
ty-five years elapse, and our average increase will 
have reached a million a year, and before many of 
the younger Senators here shail have become as 
grayheaded as | am, we shall count a population of 
forty-five millions. Before that day, it will have 
spread from ocean to ocean. ‘The coasts of the 
Pacific will then be as densely populated and as 
thickly settled with villages and towns as the coast 
of the Atlantic is now. In another generation we 
shall have reached eighty millions of people, and, 
if we can preserve peace, who shall set bounds to 
our prosperity or our success? With one foot 
planted on the Atlantic and the other on the Pacific, 
we shall occupy a position between the two old 
continents of the world—a position eminently cal- 
culated to secure to us the commerce and the in- 
fluence of both. If we abide by the counsels of 
common sense—if we succeed in preserving our 
constitutional liberty, we shall then exhibit a spee- 
tacle such as the world never saw. [| know that 
this one great mission is encompassed with diffi- 
culties; but such is the inherent energy of our po- 
litical system, and such its expansive capability, 
that it may be made to govern the widest space. 
if by war we become great, we cannot be free; if 
we will be both great and free, our policy is peace. 

Before I resume my seat, allow me to say a few 
words which relate personally to myself, and then 
I will relieve the Senate. 

I have been charged with having more inclina- 
tion for the annexation of Texas than for the reten- 
tion of Oregon; and it has been said that my par- 
tialities are strong for the South, but very weak in 
comparison for the North. But why is Texas 
spoken of as particularly counected with the South- 
ern States? I always thought that Texas formed 


a part, and a very important part, of the valley of 


the Mississippi, and that the hearts of all who 
loved the West were particularly set upon its ac- 
quisition as a means of perfecting aud consunime- 
tung the Union of our great Western world. I 
never knew that Texas was confined to a southern 
latitude. I thought its higher portions extended 
up to the latitude of 42° north, not far from the 
great pass of the Rocky mountains; and I have 
been in the habit of supposing that the southern 
States proper had not so great an interest in it as 
had the great West. But it seems I was wrong, 
and that the annexation of Texas was a purely 
southern question. Admitting it to be so, L put 
my defence upon the ground that I have treated 
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both questions—that of Texas and that of Oregon 
—in a manner best calculated to keep both, and 
that the course I pursued was the only effectual 
means to unite Texas and to retain Oregon. If 
my course was different towards the two, it was 
because the circumstances of the two were entirely 
different. In the case of Texas time was against 
us; in the case of Oregon time was for us: and 
hence the difference in my polie . Texas has been 
secured. We were ata point where she must come 
under our influence, or under that of England. I 
was anxious to prevent the latter, and secure the 
former; and I knew that time would be against us. 
I had to contend against time, which waits for no 
man. ‘That was no case for a masterly inactivity. 
1 therefore wrestled boldly with the question; and 
success has proved that the policy was sound. 
But, in the case of Oregon, time was in our favor. 
My policy in both cases was the same—to avoid 
war and to preserve peace, I had no fears of a 
war with knew that Texas was an 
indenendeat State, and had so been acknowledged 
by Eneland herself: so that, if the people of ‘Texas 
consented to the annexation, the opposition of 
Eneland had nothing to stand on; and that we had 
nothing to fear from Mexico, unless she was aided 
by ineland; and that England would not aid her 
unless with a view to the Oregon question, And 
I thought that, if the Texas question was not set- 
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tled, there would be bitter feeling between us and 
Eneland. We are both the descendants of the 
same both jealous and brave—both fond 
(too fond) of war; England would have interfered, 
and then it would cost us a war to recover that 
which, by a wise and a bold policy, we might have 
eft ctually secured, 

Mr. BERRIEN next obtained the floor; and 

‘The Senate adjourned. 


stock— 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, arch 16, 1846. 


On motion of Mr. J. H. EWING, the reading 


of the Journal was dispensed with, and the Jour- 
nal was approved. 
HARBORS AND RIVERS. 

On motion of Mr. J. H. EWING, the House 
resolved itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, (Mr. Tuomas Sauru, of In- 
diana, in the chair,) and resumed the consideration 
of the bill making appropriations for the improve- 
ment of certain harbors and rivers, and the amend- 
ments thereto pending. 

Mr. E. H. EWING was entitled to the floor, 
but yielded it for the moment to 

Mr. D. P. KING, who gave notice of the fol- 
lowing amendment: 


** For the completion of the breakwater at Sandy | 


bay, Massachusetts, $30,000.’ 

‘« For the improvement of the harbor at Lane’s 
cove, $7,000.”’ 

** For the preservation of Lynn harbor and Na- 
hant beach, $20,000.”’ 

Mr. E. H. EWING then took the floor, and 
addressed the committee during the hour in favor 
of the bill. 

His argument was addressed chiefly to the ques- 
tion of constitutional power. After adverting to 
the Constitution of the United States, and to the ob- 
jects and purposes for which it had been created, 
he proceeded to remark, that the whole power of the 
nation had not been expended upon this instrument, 
but that there remained with the nation certain in- 
herent powers, and that these inherent powers were 
to be exercised (for the want of another represent- 
ative) by that General Government which it had 
itself brought into existence. But in the inves- 
tigation of the question before the committee he 
was not driven to the necessity of falling back on 
any inherent power, for, under the Constitution, 
he should be able to derive the power which he 
thought necessary for the purpose of carrying on 
a general system of internal improvements. On 
this point he took issue with the Baltimore con- 
vention. He said that the General Government 
had the power to engage in a general (he did not 
say universal) system of internal improvements. 


This power it had not as an inherent power in the | 
nation, but under a distinct declaration in the Con- 


stitution. He insisted that a fair construction 
should be given to the instrument, such as was 
intended by the constituent body; and in that way 


we should. »robably reach the end intended to be || 
le beheved that the Constitution was || 


attained. 
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sufficient for all purposes for which it was design- 
ed; he believed that this power to make internal 
ee was contained among its provisions, 
and that it was the duty of the national Legisla- 
ture to give due force and effect to them. He did 


not agree with many of his friends who had pre- | 


ceded him as to the portion of the instrument from 
which this power was derived, and he should give 
the reasons why he differed from them. He took 
the ground (and perhaps in doing so he might 


stand alone here) that this power was derived from | 
that general provision which gave power to Con- | 


gress to * provide for the common defence and the 
general welfare. ’’ 
length. 


He then adverted to the claims of the Cumber- 


land and ‘Tennessee rivers upon the General Gov- 
ernment, as proper objects for appropriation by 
this bill; and had not concluded his remarks on 
this branch of the subject when the hour expired. 

Mr. BIGGS obtained the floor, but yielded it 
for the moment. 


Mr. L. H. SIMS gave notice of the following 


amendment: 

Whereas overhanging trees, sunken logs, and 
other slight impediments to the navigation of the 
Osage river exist, and the Quartermaster General, 
in his report of the date of November 17, 1842, 


recommends the removal of the obstructions, in 


the following words, viz: 
‘**'To facilitate the supply of the posts on the 
southwestern frontier of Missouri, I recommend 


- 


“ 


merely in connexion with the frontier defences, 
few works, on the same scale, are more import- 
ant than this.” 

Therefore, in remedy whereof, 


. 


Src. —‘ Be it further enacted, That for the im- | 
provement of the Osage river from its mouth to a | 
point ator near Fort Scott, in the Indian territory, | 
there shall be, and hereby 1s, appropriated the sum | 


of twenty-five thousand dollars.” 
Mr. BIGGS said, in the course of this debate 
rentlemen had divided themselves into three classes 


upon the question of the constitutional power of | 


| this Government to construct works of internal 


improvement: those who deny the pee altogeth- 
er to construct any works ot any character; those, 


| on the other extreme, who insist, either by the in- 
_ herent power which they say exists in the Gov- 


ernment, or by some latitudinarian construction of 


| the powers specified in the Constitution, that this 


Government has the power to construct any and 
all kinds of internal improvements; while others 
confine the powers of this Government to the spe- 
cified objects, or to those objects absolutely neces- 
sary and proper to carry out specified grants. His 
views were peculiar; he had gained some reputa- 


| tion at home by attachment to what was called in 


| be strictly construed. 


this House a straight-laced construction of the Con- 
stitution. He believed it was absolutely necessary 
for the prosperity of the country that the powers 
of the Government under the Constitution should 
j But at the same time, he 
believed that those powers which were expressly 
granted should be exercised. He referred to the 
clause of the Constitution conferring the power to 
regulate commerce; to the doctine of inherent power 
contended for by Mr. Ewine, of Tennessee; and 
to other positions which had been taken; from 
none of which he derived any of those powers 
which this Government possesses over works of 
internal improvement. He occupied neither of the 
extremes of the construction of the Constitution, 


and believed that some of the objects contemplated | 


in this bill, this Government has the right to carry 


| on, as being necessary and proper to carry out ex- 


pressly-delegated powers. He deduced the power 


to construct some of the works contemplated in | 


| this bill from that clause of the Constitution which 
| authorized Congress to provide and maintain a 


| proved for the express purpose of providing and | 


| tion of that navy. 


navy. He considered that harbors might be im- 
maintaining a navy—for the security and protec- 
( He included the power of im- 
proving harbors under this grant of power to pro- 


| vide and maintain a navy, and as the consequence 
| and incident of improving harbors was the giving 


protection and facility to commerce. 


Having concluded his statement of the general | 


constitutional principles by which he should be 
governed, he gave notice of his intention to offer, 
when in order, the following amendment: 


And he argued this position at || 


that measures be adopted to remove the obstruc- 
tions to the navigation of the Osage river. Viewed | 








| ** For the opening of Roanoke Inlet at alae 


| Nag’s Head, in the State of North Carolina 
| $100,000.” > ; 
|| Mr.,B. urged the national importance and the 
|| practicability of this work, and read extracts froyn 
|| reports of engineers showing its necessity, 
n conclusion, in reply to the remark of Mr 
|| Wintnrop, that in “ the better days” of the re. 
ublic we had had a more able, magnanimous 
| honest administration of our foreign affairs, Mr, 
_B. alluded to the general and decided tone of ap. 
probation which had been manifested throuchou: 
| the entire country at the Message of the President 


|at the commencement of the present session of 
Congress, and especially of that portion which re. 
_lates to the administration of our foreign affairs, 
and he could not perceive the propriety of these 
wholesale denunciations of this Administration for 
the course it had pursued in the conduct of oyr 
‘foreign affairs. his, by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, might be considered that ny. 
| sense of the people’’ to which he al'uded in the early 
| part of the session. I (said Mr. B.) much prefer 
that universal public approbation to the opinion 
,of the gentleman from Massachusetts. In con- 
nexion with this subject, he expressed the pro 
found regret, that, in the discussions which had 
| taken place upon the course of the President, mem 
bers of the same party had thought proper to de- 
| nounce in advance the action of the Executive in 
relation to our foreign affairs. It seemed to him 
| exceedingly improper. Denunciations of the course 
of the Democratic party and of the Democratic 
| President, were to be expected from the opponents 
'| of the Administration; but he insisted upon it that 
those who agreed in sentiment with the Adminis- 
tration now in power were doing great injustice, 
great injury to the great principles they professed, 
by forestalling, or attempting to forestall, the action 
of the Executive in relation to our foreign affairs. 
Mr. B.’s remarks will hereafter appear in full. 

Mr. PERRY obtained the floor, and yielded to 

Mr. DARRAGH, who gave notice of his inten- 
tion, when in order, to move an amendment to in- 
crease the appropriation for the Ohio river above 
the falls at Louisville from $80,000 to $100,009. 

Mr. PERRY then obtained the floor. He did 
not rise, he said, with any view to enter into the 
general discussion of the subject, but to bring to 
the attention of the committee a subject in which 
his constituents felt a deep interest. He sent to 
the Chair the following amendment, which he gave 
notice of his intention to offer, when in order: 

** Be it enacted, That the Secretary of the ‘Treas- 
ury be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed 
to transfer to the Chesapeake and Ohio Canal Com- 
pany all the stock originally subscribed for on the 
part of the United States in the said canal compa- 
ny; and also all the stock in said canal company 
originally subscribed for by the cities of Wash- 
ington, Gecnibtows, and Alexandria, in the Dis- 
| trict of Columbia, and now held by the United 
States under and by virtue of the provisions of an 
act of Congress, passed, approved, and signed the 
20th day of May, 1836, entitled ‘ An act for the re- 
lief of the several corporate cities of the District of 
Columbia;’ said transfers to be made upon the con- 
dition that the Chesapeake and Ohio Canal Com- 
pany cause to be granted to the United States in 
perpetuity the right to the free use of said canal 
without charge for the transportation of any troops, 
small arms, and camp equipage, &c., which they 
may desire, or at any time have occasion to trans- 
port upon it; and also the free use, as aforesaid, 
for the transportation of ordnance and ordnance 
stores in time of war: .4nd provided, That the said 
stock, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 
shall be disposed of by said company for the pur- 
pose of paying the creditors of said company, and 
the said company to exchange and transfer to Its 
creditors such amounts of said stock as the said 
company may deem right and proper in paymeit 
of the debts due any or all the said creditors. 

Mr. P. went into a history of the origin, pro- 
gress, and present condition of the work, urging 
upon the committee the justice of the amendment, 
and the importance of its adoption to the interests 
of the State of Maryland. Of the constitutional 
power to adopt this amendment, he had no doubt, 
though there were items in the bill not reached, he 
thought, by the Constitution. And he should give 
|| his vote on the items separately, as they might, or 
might not, in his opinion, come within the power 
il of Congress. 
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ir. JOHN H. EWING followed; but yielded || 
the floor to— Om \ 
Mr. HERRICK, who gave notice of his inten- 


tion to move the following amendment at the proper 
. | 


= That $5,000 of the appropriation for the im- 
rovement of the navigation of the Hudson river 
be applied to that poruon of said river lying be- 
tween the State dams, or sloop-lock, and the foot | 
of Grand Division street, in the city of Troy.”” | 
Mr. HERRICK went on to say that, in offer- | 
ing the amendmant, he would call the attention of 
the committee to the report from the War Depart- | 
ment, in which it would be seen that the portion | 
of the river named in the amendment had been 
recognised by that department in their first appro- | 
yiauion of an outlay in this portion of the river 
of $6,743 64, and between the cities of Troy and 
Albany $130,284 60, and below the city of Alba- 
ny $230,313 54—making a total of $367,291 78; 
which outlay had been made by grading the banks, | 
thereby holding back the alluvial soil that com- 
joses the banks, by building dams or dikes across 
the mouth of the creek for the purpose of making | 
a straight channel; believing, after that was done, | 
the current, naturally confined in one track, will | 
keep itself clear without further outlays. The 
lave amount of money already used upon this | 
river will be entirely lost unless the part that was | 


left in an unfinished state meets speedy repairs. |) 


A break in one of these dikes, that could have | 
been repaired for $2,000, will now cost many 

times that amount. Mr. H. further stated that | 
ile last appropriation was made in 1839, and the | 
condition of the river was now quite as bad as | 
hefore this outlay, in consequence of the unfin- | 
ished state in which the work was left, and the | 
works, if left as they now are, amounted to a dead 
loss to the amount of the former appropriation; 
that the State of New York had made great out- 
lays in improvement, which might be found 
very convenient, and shortly, too, under our pres- | 
ent state of foreign relations; that we have for the | 
benefit of the great military depét opposite the 
south part of the city of Troy, nearly or about 


seven hundred miles of canal, costing over $30,- |, 


00,000, and also over seven hundred miles of 
railroad, costing the State over $18,000,000—ma- 
king an outlay of over $50,000,000; and this great 
depot, situated in the centre of all these great 


works, could and would, if necessary, be found of |) 


the utmost utility and convenience in time of war, 
(which God forever avert.) It is desired by Colo- 
nel ‘Totten as a central point, so necessary to con- 
centrate raw or undisciplined troops for purposes 
of drill. It is also safe from any sudden attack of 
the enemy, thereby being the proper place for the 
accumulation of military stores or munitions of 
war; and, by the amendment offered, will give 
passage by river, at a dry season, or by canal at 
others, to Lake Champlain and Canada to the 
north; by the railroad or canal either to the Lakes 
Oswego, Ontario, and all the great western lakes; 
to the east across the granite hills of Massachu- 
setts; to the Atlantic and the South, if the com- 
mittee will insert this small appropriation to pro- 
tect works they have already begun, and which 
they profess the supervision of. Thus it will be 
seen that, by surveying the United States from the 
Pacific to the Atlantic, no place could be found 
embracing so many advantages for a military de- 
pot as the one spoken of. 

The State of New York ought to be looked 
upon with an eye of favor for thus pushing on 
these great works. Mr. H. requested every mem- 
ber of the committee to read the able report of Col- 
onel Abert, of the topographical department, by 
which will be seen the vast importance of the mili- 
lary establishment at almost the head of tide- 
water of the Hudson. Mr. H. said he hoped 
there would have been appropriated for this im- 
provement, for the present year, $100,000, instead of 
the amount recommended i the Secretary of War; 
but he should be thankful for the present amount. 
Could gentlemen sail up the beautiful Hudson du- | 
ring its busy season, and find its noble bosom cov- 
ered, and thickly, too, and see passenger steam- 








boats compelled frequently to put out of the chan- 
nel for the purpose of allowing the very large tows 
to pass, they would have some idea of the vast 
value of the commerce which es on the bosom 
of that river. Mr. H. said he was willing to 
allow of wonders being performed on the great 
father of rivers, and that the travel and commerce 





upon that river were immense, and its capacity | 


such it might be quadrupled, and still it has ca- 
pacity for any further addition of business that 


may ever be desired; while the Hudson needs | 
every attention and care for its navigable improve- | 
ment to perform the duties required of it; and but | 


for the improvements of science, and for which 


| our whole country is so much indebted to the im- 


mortal Fulton, it would not now be competent to 
— what is required from it. He said he was 
i 


appy in observing that there are now before the | 


State Legislature of New York petitions signed by 


thousands for a railroad from the city of New | 


York, to connect at Greenbush with the Albany 
and West Stockbridge road, which leads to Bos- 
ton, and the Greenbush and ‘Troy road, which 
leads to the Great West, and terminates at Buffalo, 
on Lake Erie; and he trusted that the liberality of 
that great State will pass the bill; and, should they 
do so, it will relieve the noble Hudson of part of 
its burden, and bring the great city of New York 
within four or five hours of the cities of Albany 
and ‘Troy. Under these circumstances, will not 
this committee grant a small sum for the purpose 
of improving the river over which they hold the 
supervision? 

Here Mr. RATHBUN inquired upon what 
ground Mr, Herrick stood? Was he using up 
his own time, or the time of the genteman trom 
Pennsylvania, [Mr. Ewine?] 

Mr. HERRICK replied that he was at the mer- 
cy of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, and when 
he directed, he should take his seat. He desired 
to say much more, but could not allow himself, 
day after day, to join in the scramble for the floor; 
but he would be glad at any tme to get the floor, 
that he might assign his reasons for his vote on the 
Oregon resolutions. 

Mr. EWING, of Pennsylvania, then took the 

| floor, and, ina speech of much animation and point, 


spoke of the construction of the Democratic party, | 


| and of the discordant views of the several wings or 
sections of that party. ‘These views and principles 


| were so discordant, that it was impossible to say 
Democracy in | 


| what was the Democratic creed. 
one section of the Union was not Democracy in 
‘another section. He earnestly recommended it to 
the party to have its creed written out, that the 
— and the country might, if that were possi- 


le, understand what were the great leading prin- || 


ciples or landmarks of the party. 


| time upon what he termed the imposition practised 
| on the people of Pennsylvania in the late election, 


| 1842 than Mr. Clay. 


|| by making Mr. Polk a better friend to the tariff of 
Now, it was found that the | 


vital interests of this same Pennsylvania, this con- 
fiding Pennsylvania, were to be sacrificed by the 


He spoke some | 


President and the party that had received their | 


support. 

The Democratic party has contended that tie 
election of Mr. Polk was an endorsement of the 
principles laid down at the Baltimore convention; 
he appealed to his Democratic colleagues from 
| Pennsylvania to say if such is the fact. He asked 

| them to say whether it was possible that Pennsyl- 
_ vania would have cast her vote for Mr. Polk if they 

had understood that he was opposed to the taritf 
| of 1842? His Democratic collengues well knew 
| that they contended before the people that Mr. 


| Polk was a friend to the tariff: yes, a better friend || 


_than Henry Clay; and thus the unsuspecting and 


honest citizens of Pennsylvania were induced to || 
| vote for what was called the Democratic candidate. || 
| The people were honest and upright in their inten- | 


| tions, and never doubted but that the policy of the 
| country would sul] continue as it was, until they 
'saw the proposition from the Secretary of the 
| Treasury, presenting a total change of policy as it 
| regards the protection of the manufacturing and 

agricultural interest of the noes a report which 
| they might much more readily have suspected to 
| have emanated from Sir Robert Peel. 

Mr. E. said the people of Pennsylvania have 
become alarmed at the prospects which things 
present, and look with much interest to the doings 
of their Representatives in Congress. He said he 
must say to them in advance that they must pre- 
pare for the worst; the party in power, b their 
action at the Baltimore convention, had decided 
that the tariff of 1842 must be broken down, and 
arevenue tariff established. Having every depart- 


‘t- || communication up and down. 
| ment of the Government in their power, they will || fence it is all-im 


e 
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that the Whigs have always held the balance of 
a upon all great questions of interest, and 
1ave thus protected the great interests of the coun- 
try. While the party in power unite in securing 
ali the offices of the country, they trust to the 
Whigs to take care of the ¢nterest of the country, 
still retaining all their capital for another contest, 
while the country has a cei with great pros- 
perity under a Democratic Administration lean 
istered upon Whig principles. But Mr. E. said 
he had no hope of the longer continuance of this 
state of things. He would willingly give the 
Democrats the offices if they would let the country 
alone. Having gained such strength in both 
branches of the Legislature, with the Executive, 
the party cannot longer manage the people; they 
must now try the illustration of their principles 
practically, otherwise the people will see the de- 
ception which has been practised on them, in a 
retusal to carry out the principles which the party 
have advocated of such ‘ 
country. 

Mr. E. said he would here warn western Dem- 
ocrats that it would be to their interest to join their 
cars to the middle and northern States. With these 
they could assimilate; but it was impossible for 
them to harmonize with the South. ‘Their feel- 
ines, views, and interests were totally different. 
They had nothing to hope or expect from the 
South. It is true, he said, that at the last session 
of Congress, and at the commencement of the 
present session, the western Democrats united in 
introducing into this confederacy an independent 
Government, (‘lexas,) and that, too, without any 
constitutional scruples whatever, though there was 
embraced in their constitution their principles of 
eternal slavery, no power even in the Legislature 
to abolish it. The time will come, he said, when 
those of the West who voted for this proposition 
will regret their action. And even the South (said 
Mr. E.) will feel the increase of the incubus which 
now bears them down; and, if experience could 
teach them anything, it would seem that the pres- 
ent condition of the slave States would have satis- 
fied all. Whuile the free States are advancing with 
unexampled success, the slave States are going 
back, and they feel it themselves. This (said Mr. 
Ik.) is to be attributed to slavery. Will the western 

| Democrats look again to the action of the South 
upon their favorite project? What has been the 
course of the South upon the Oregon question? 
Do they redeem their pledge to the West, that if 
the West would give them Texas, they would go 
for Oregon? How is it that this change has come 
over them? ‘The question, Mr. E. said, was easily 
answered. This is northern territory, and would 
be an offset to slave Texas. As well might you 
attempt to mix oil and water as to attempt to har- 
monize the interest of the western and southern 
Democracy. 
But, Mr. E. said, his object was to speak in re- 
ference to the improvement of the Ohio river, and 
varticularly to the item for the purchase of the 
Pouisville and Portland canal. There is no im- 
provement contained in this bill of so much impor- 
| tance to the commercial interests of the country, 

and equally so, he believed, to the defence of the 
‘| country in time of war. The improvement of the 
| Ohio and Mississippi rivers extends from north to 
south, through the interior of the States, a distance 
|| over two thousand miles, embracing one of the 
richest countries on the globe, with a commerce 
amounting to over a million of dollars annually, 
_and employing over a thousand steamers. All this 

_ interest, said Mr. E., is to be interrupted by this 
|, Louisville and Portland canal, which 1s insufficient 
|| toaccommodate, even with great delay and expense, 
'| the trade which presses upon it. This work was 
| commenced in 1825 and finished in 1831, at a cost 
|, of about one million of dollars, the United States 
| taking about one-third of the stock; and from the 
|| time the work was opened until the present time 
the stockholders have received more in dividends 

| than the original cost. The Government has paid 

$233,000 and recieved $257,000, twenty-four thou- 
|| sand more than it ~— in; thus taxing the agricul- 
|, tural products of the West to that amount. The 


as lmportance to the 


|| West now asks that its trade may be relieved from 


| this tax; that the Government shall improve those 
| falls in such manner as to afford a free and ready 
As a means of de- 


rtant. In case of war, by the 


| feel that they must try the practical illustration of | improvement and free passage of those falls, you 


| their doctrines. 


Heretofore it has so happened |, command at once an extent of over two thousand 








o 
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miles of the interior of the country, with a thousand 

steamers ready to transport men, arms, and provi- 
sions to the south or to the north. If the city of 
Pittsbure were alone to be benefited, it ought to 
be a sufficient inducement to the Government to 
remove this obstruction in the Ohio. The country 
above Pittsburg and below feel a deep interest in 
this measure. ‘The citizens of Pittsburg pay an- 
riually upwards of thirty thousand dollars of tolls 
to this canal. Of this they have a right to com- 
pluin, as well as of the delay which is occasioned 
by the insufficiency of the canal to pass their boats 
in proper time. 

In addition to all these considerations, said Mr. 
E., the Ohio river, at the city of Pittsburg, is one 
of the most favorable points in the country for 
ship-building, particularly for the construction of 
iron steamers. ‘There 1s no point at which the 
materials can be had more readily and cheaper: it 
is the Birmingham of America, and will ere long 
stand among the foremost cities of the Union; and 
at this time, said Mr. E., it is the first in the manu- 
facture of iron. 

One word, said Mr. E., as to the objections 
which are made arainst these improveme nts. It 


18 contended that there is no consttational power 
io do this work. 
tion. If any question may be considered as settled, 
etther by } re edent or the 


It is too late to argue this ques- 


sanction of the first men 
of the nation—men who formed the Constitution, 
and who have eiven their sanction to the power to 
expend money for internal improvements—this 
certainly is one. ‘The numerous precedents pro- 
duced by the gentleman from Ohio | Mr. Vinton] 
ought to have satisfied the most scrupulous as to 
the power of Congress to appropiate money for all 
improvements necessary for the fnternal commerce 
of the country and for its defence. 

Mr. RA'THBUN intended to vote for the bill, 
and he belonged to the party which claimed to be 
the Democratic party—that party which had been 
charged with supporting, if they voted for this bill, 
a federal measure, the prin iple of consolidation, 
and a measure which is to destroy and annthilate 
the rights of the States. He had no obje ction to 
gvenuiemen voting as they thought proper; but he 
did object to a centleman’s assigning to him or to 
anybody else for difiering a litthe upon constitu- 
tional questions, (which he found was very com- 
mon now-a-duays,) a place in the opposite party. 

This bill had been christened (for some purpose) 
a bill for internal improvements. He desired to 
call the attention of the committee to its items, with 
one single exception, and to see whether the term 
ijuternal improvements was justly applied to it, or 
whether it was with a destre to render it odious to 
a portion of this House, and thereby defeat this 
bill. With regard to the Louisville and Portland 
canal, it did come within the category of mternal 
improvements; and unless it was stricken out, he 
could pot vote for the bill. But, this stricken out, 
he should vote for it; and he demed that any man 
could lay his hand upon any portion of this bill 
which was justly chargeable with the condemna- 
tion of internal improvements. ‘Take the harbors 


on our lakes: they were on ais very confines of 


our territory, facing a foreign country, open to the 
use of that country, open to our intercourse with 
foreign nations; and in time of war they are our 
harbors for the protection of our coast, and against 
invasion from an enemy’s country. So far from 
being works of internal improvements, every one 
of them was as much external and national in its 
character as though they were upon the Atlantic 
coast. With reference to these great rivers, they 
were natural highways, navigable waters not con- 
structed by the hand of man; and the bill was not 
designed to open any channels of communication 
which were not marked out by nature, but for the 
removal of obstructions, and the preservation of 
ereat national and natural channels of communica- 
tion for the country. Although, in common with 
the great Democratic party generally, he was op- 
posed to the construction of strictly internal im- 
pravements, yet he had never learned that it was 
the creed of the Democratic party that it was un- 
constitutional and anti-Democratic to improve har- 
bors and rivers, to preserve the navigab le character 

of any great sweam useful to the people and bene- 
ficial to the Government. 

Mr. R., in view of the fact that time was pre- 
cious, and that many gentlemen were wishing to 
speak, said he would not consume the time of the 
cominitee during his whole hour, but would con- 

















tent himself eh one stating the points of his argument. | the fact, that the gentleman had. subititied 


He rapidly passed over these points, some of which 
are the following: He insisted that these harbors 
were all necessary for the use of the nav y, and that 


_ THE E CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


of resolutions, in which the proposition sy 


it is the duty of Congress to provide for them; || 


that it was no objection to the construction of them | 
that they may be used for the benefit of commerce; | 


that they are ‘worth more to the country as a mat- 
ter of public defence than fortifications, because 
they protect and fostera navy. He insisted that 
the preservation of the ni ivigable character of the 


Mississippi and the Ohio, and other rivers included | 
in the bill, were all great constitutional measures; | 


that it was the duty of Congress to preserve that 
character for the bene fit of strenethe ning the arm 
of public defence in time of war; that it was not 
wise to wait until we are in the midst of war to 
open the navigable streams which furnish a chan- 
nel of communication and transportation of troops 
and supplies; that itis wise to provide for war in 
time of peace, not by building a navy, not by 
raising a great army, but b y preserving — keep- 
ing open these channels of communication, by the 
construction and prese rvation of harbors, and build- 
ing light-houses, and providing all the necessary 
means and facilities for their support and efficienc y: 
Let us save the money we were wasting upon the 
navy and army—for the pay of supernumerary 
officers to the amount of half a millon annually 
upon each—and Jay it out in a wise and prudent 
manner in the construction of harbors and improv- 
ing the navigable rivers of the country, which, 
whilst it facilitated commerce, and went to the 
preservation of the lives and property of the peo- 
ple, raised up a provision for war more efficient 
than could in any other way be secured. 

Mr. MeCLERNAND obtained the floor, but 
yielded it to 

Mr. BUFFINGTON, who gave notice of the 
following amendment: 

‘*‘ For the improvement of the Allegany river for 
steamboat navigation, one hundred thousand dol- 
lars.”’ 

Mr. JAS. THOMPSON also gave notice of the 
foll wing amendment: 

** That there be appropriated fifty thousand dol- 
lars for the improvement of the Allegany river be- 
tween Pittsburg, Pennsylvania, and Olean, in the 
State of New York.’ 

Mr. MecCLERNAND announced his intention 
to speak to the question involved in the bill, but 
before doing so adverted briefly to some of the 
remarks of Mr. Ewe, of Pennsylvania, and Mr. 
Winturop; vindicating the Democratic party from 
the charges made by the former, and commenting 
on the observations of the latter in relation to 
Texas and Oregon. 

In the course of his remarks on the last-named 
subject, Mr. McC. alluded to the proposition of 


arbitration, (in the form of a resolution heretofore | 
otfered by Mr. Wixtnrop,) and spoke of its sim- | 


ilarity to that subsequently offered by the British 
Minister as a remarkable coincidence. 


Mr. WINTHROP here rose and inquired | 


whether the honora! Je member from Illinois [Mr. 
McCernanp] intended to impute to him any col- 
lusion or understanding with the British Minister? 

Mr. McCLERNAND said he did not. 
he had said was, that the coincidence in the views 
of the gentleman with those of the British Min- 
ister was remarkable. 

Mr. WINTHROP. Then as the gentleman dis- 
claims any offensive imputation, | desire to take 
this opportunity to set myself right, as this is the 
same remark that w ~ — by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania {Mr. . LyGerRsox.] in his speech 
at the close of the eine debate. | desire to say, 
in the presence of my God and my country, as rep- 
resented by the Representatives of the people here, 
that neither at the time I moved the re solution 
looking to arbitration, on the 14th of December, 
nor upon the day—the 3d of January—on which | 
made the spee sh advocating it, had I the slightest 
knowledge—the slightest knowledge—the slichest 
foundation for a belief that a proposition of arbi- 
tration, in any form or under any circumstances, 
had been, or was about to be, offered by the Brit- 
ish Minister to the Governmentof the United States. 
If any gentleman desires any further explanation, 
l am here ready to give it. 


Mr. McCLERNAND. 


bination between the gentleman and the British 
Minister on the question of Oregon. I spoke of | 


What | 


I did not base my ob- || 
servations on any imputation of coalition or com- | 


| itas objectionable in several respects; | 
| proposed a wasteful outlay of the pub lie 


| I will say that, “whilst the gentleman is so free 


justic e and its expediency i in every part an 
|| ticular, in principal and in detail. 
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Nee 


quently made by Mr. Pakenham was — d. 
a remarkable fact of coincidence. Far be t fens 
me to impeach the patriotism of any man 


s Ubles 
have satisfactory ground for the ac cusation. P 


criticise the conduct of those who differ with },; 
in political opinion, he should be careful eo ;., 
comport himself as not to lay himself open to re 
taliation. 

Mr. McC, now directed his remarks immed 


ite 
ly to the bill before the committee. 


He cons) ide red 
CAUSA 


money 


and because it was unequal, unjust, and unfair | 
its details. He areued that the appropriations 
were not measured by justice to particular sectioy: 
nor with a proper regard to the public good, . 
Mr. BROCK ENBROUGH de - d the con 


tionality of this measure notonly, but he denied 


' 


| Da 
‘Tf the Go ver! 
ment were to establish such a system of impro 


ments as this great country called for, and to males 
it just and equal to all the States, it would pean): 
in a taxation upon our people of one hundred mi! 
lions of dollars perannum. He protested azains: 
the inequalities of appropri ations under t this bill: 
made provision for a few harbors on the northe, 
lakes, and for a few harbors in the eastern sect 
of the country, and a small appropri: ation for the 
Mississippi; and all the rest of the country w 
utterly neglected. It was not the amount of th 
bill, but the principles involved in it, against which 


he protested. He contended that the rest of the 


8 


| country, from the lakes to the gulf, was entitled 


| scarcely 1-300th part of 1 per cent., 
_chances of safety being 3,461 to 1. 


to the equal consideration of the Government 
with the few favored portions provided for 
this bill. 

He alluded to the argument of Mr. MeCrpy- 
LAND In favor of the appropriations « on the lakes 
on the ground of necessity, and, yielding to = 
McC. for explanation, he proce eded, in ply, 
show that, according to the gentleman’s own facts, 
especially with reference to the risk and loss of 
life, the necessity was not so pressing as was repre- 
sented. From the gentleman’s statement, the num- 
ber of lives passing over those lakes annu: ally was 
225,000, and 65 lives had been lost; the loss being 
and the 
It was not 


} 
maey 


| equal to the danger by lightning. 


But while centleme n were arguing the anpropri- 
ations for these harbors on the lakes for the protec: 
tion of our navy, why did they not at other points, 


‘| and upon other waters, give encouragemen it to this 


| great arm of national defence? 


Mr. B. entered from this point into a very urgent 


| appeal in behalf of the navy yard at Pensacola, 


on the ground of its national character and impor- 


| tance, complaining of the neglect of Congress to 
| provide for it, while upon other points of far infe- 


rior importance, the money of this Government 
was lavished. Hecommented at length upon the 
iniquity and oppression of a system w hose opera- 
tion involved so much of inequality and inju istice, 
yielding for explanation to Mr. McCievanp an ( 


| Mr. Wentworth. 


He reverted to the conatitetional argument, no- 


| ticing especially, and replying to, the attempts to 
| deduce the power for the improvements contem- 


plated by this bill from the grants to Congress to 
declare war and to regulate commerce, and on geil- 
eral grounds maintaining the utter unconstitution- 

ality of the system. 

Mr. JEFFERSON DAVIS obtained the floor, 
and, an opposition to rising manifesting itself on 
the partofa portion of the few remaining members 
of the committee, he proceeded to argue the uncon- 
stitutionality of this meusure, and then to examine 
several of its items, especially the Louisville and 
Portland canal, and the harbors provided for on 
the lakes, and to express his particular opposition 
to them. These harbors he considered not to be 


| harbors of refuge, not designed for purposes of 10- 
| tional defence, for the purposes of our navy, bu 
| for the promotion of the interests of the partic ular 


points at which they were located. 

He touched upon the question of the connexion, 
which, through the medium of the resolutions of 
the Baltimore conv ention, it had been attempted to 
| give to this question, with the Oregon question, 
and with the politics of the country, and maintain- 
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ed that the freedom of opinion and action of mem- 
pers of the Democratic party was not impaired by 
those resolutions, nor were they precluded from 
yielding their assent to a fair and equitable settle- 
ment of the Oregon difficulty. 

Having concluded— : 

Mr. WOODWARD obtained the floor, and 
yielded to a motion that the committee rise. 

“ The question being taken, the vote stood—ayes 
30, no 50. No quorum voting. 

The committee rose and reported that fact to the 

use. 

Oe HERRICK, at ten minutes to six o’clock, 
moved that the House adjourn. 

The yeas and nays were asked and ordered on 
this motion, and the Clerk had commenced the call 
of the roll, when 

Mr. HERRICK, by general consent, was per- 
mitted to withdraw his motion, at the request of 

Mr. GEO. W. JONES, who, stating that Mr. 
WOODWARD was ready to proceed with his re- 
marks, suggested that the House, by general con- 
cept, azain resolve itself into committee. 

Mr. ADAMS and others objected, on the ground 
that there was nota quorum of members in attend- 
ance. 

The SPEAKER stated that it was not in order 
to go into committee, or to proceed to any business 
without a quorum. 

Mr. T. B. KING moved that the hour of meet- 
ing for to-morrow be ten o’clock,. 

Mr. TIBBATTS said he hoped not. The com- 
mittees had to meet at ten o’clock, and the com- 
mittee on this very bill wished to assemble to-mor- 
row morning. 

The question being taken, the motion was dis- 
agreed to. 

A call of the House was moved and refused— 
ayes 31, noes 55. No quorum still. 

“Mr. BOWLIN moved a call of the House. 

The question was taken, and the vote stood— 
ayes 39, noes 39. A tie, 

“The SPEAKER voted in the affirmative, making 
the vole—ayes 40, noes 39. 

So a call of the House was ordered. 

Mr. ASHMUN moved that the House adjourn. 
Negatived—ayes 40, noes 49. No quorum. 

The Clerk called the roll, and then the list of 
absentees; and 99 members were found to be in 
attendance. 

Mr. 8S. ADAMS moved that the House adjourn. 
Nezatived—ayes 34, noes 59. 

‘The doors were then closed, and excuses were 
offered. 

This having been gone through with— 

The SPEAKER stated it would remain for the 
House to take further order of proceedings. 

Mr. HUNGERFORD moved that the House 
adjourn. Negatived—ayes 25, noes 42. 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON moved that the 
Speaker be authorized to direct the Sergeant-at- 
Arms to bring in those members who were ab- 
sent, 

Mr. DROMGOOLE suggested to the gentleman 
so to modify his motion as to issue the order only 
with reference to those gentlemen who were in the 
city. He should dislike to have him go to Geor- 
gia or to Massachusetts to hunt up members. 

The motion of Mr. THompson was agreed to 
without a modification. 

Thus the Sergeant-at-Arms was ordered to arrest 
and bring before the House the absent members. 

Mr. HOPKINS moved that the House adjourn. 
Negatived. 

Mr. POLLOCK moved that all further proceed- 
ing in the eall be dispensed with. Negatived. 

Mr. HOPKINS renewed the motion to adjourn: 

negatived—ayes 32, noes 36. 
_ Mir. WENTWORTH inguired if it was in or- 
‘er, while the Sergeant-at-Arms had gone out to 
uring In members, to make a speech upon the har- 
bor and river bill ? 


sent members, stating that it would entail an en- 


rely useless expenditure upon the contingent | 


fund of the House. 
After some conversation, 
‘The question was taken and decided in the neg- 
alive. 
So the Flouse refused to reconsider its order. 
Mr. WINTHROP moved that al! further pro- 


ceedings in the call be suspended: negatived—ayes 
34, noes 38. pe Bc y 
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Mr. DOCKERY moved that the House ad- 


| journ. 


‘The yeas and nays were ordered, and being ta- 


| ken, were yeas 35, nays 48. 


So the House refused to adjourn. 

There was a long pause; and 

Mr. THOMAS SMITH moved that all further 
proceedings in the call be dispensed with. 

By ayes 33, noes 40, the motion was rejected, 

Mr. THOMAS SMITH moved that the House 
adjourn. 

By ayes 33, noes 41, the motion was rejected. 

So the House again refused to adjourn. 

Another pause tollowed. 


ONAL GLOBE. | 


Mr. G. W. JONES inquired if it would be in 


order to move to discharge the committee from the 
further consideration of the bill? 

The SPEAKER [Mr. Hopkins pro tem.} de- 
cided not, because there was no quorum present. 

Mr. POLLOCK moved that further proceedings 
on the call be dispensed with; which motion, by 
ayes 23, noes 43, was rejected. 

Another pause, interspersed with some jocular 
conversation, followed. 

A motion was made (on the right of the Chair,) 
that the House adjourn; which mouon, by ayes 
23, noes 46, was rejected. 

Another pause followed. 

Mr. {McHENRY (by way of variety, he said) 
asked leave to give notice of an amendment he 
proposed to offer to the rules. 

‘The SPEAKER said that, in the present condi- 
tion of the House, it was not in order to give such 
a notice. 

But, by unanimous consent, the proposed amend- 
ment was read as follows: 

‘* When a bill or resolution shall be committed 
to the Committee of the Whole, and the commit- 
tee shall amend the same, and, after having so 
amended it, shall adopt a substitute for the bill or 
resolution, the whole of the amendments shall be 
reported to the House, and the House shall, either 
with or without the previous question, vote wpon 
the amendments in the order in which they are 
proposed, so that, in voting, the final question upon 
the amendments proposed shall be between the 
original bill or resolution with the amendments 
concurred in by the House, and the substitute pro- 
posed by the committee.” 

Another pause followed. 

Mr. WEN'T WORTH inquired of the Speak- 
er, whether it would be in order to send some doc- 
umeunt to the Clerk’s table to be read? He thought 
the Clerk might read something that would be use- 
ful to the members. 

Several suggestions were made in various quar- 
ters, as— 

** Read some of Wentwortn’s speeches.”’ 

** Read the Journal of the last Coneress.’’ 

**Read General Jackson’s veto on the Mays- 
ville road bill.’’ 

Nothing, however, was read; 

And a pause longer than the others followed. 

The Sergeant-at-Arms not having returned, 

Mr. GROVER moved that the Doorkeeper 
be sent after him, to inquire why he had not re- 
turned. 

Constitutional scruples were suggested. 

‘The motion was not entertained. 

A motion was made that the House adjourn. 

The SPEAKER said the motion was not in or- 
der, because there had been no intervening motion 
since the previous motion to adjourn had been 
made. 

Mr.S. ADAMS moved that all further proceed- 
ings in the call be dispensed with: rejected. 

Mr. HOUGH moved that the House adjourn; 
which motion, by yeas 25, nays 38, was rejected. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE inquired of the Speaker, 


| whether it would be in order to move that mem- 
| bers, upon whom no process had been served, but 


|| who had attended so soon as they heard the House 
Mr. G. S. HOUSTON moved to reconsider the | 
vote ordering the Sergeant-at-Arms to arrest ab- | 


was in session, be admitted into the Hall? 

The SPEAKER said the matier was within the 
jurisdiction of a majority of those present. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE accordingly submitted such 
a motion. 

Mr. G. 8. HOUSTON suggested that they 


' should be admitted, so as to render excuses for 


their non-attendance. 
Mr. JACOB THOMPSON submitted an amend- 
ment to that effect. 


L 


Mr. PRESTON KING inquired of the Speak- 


er, whether there was anything in the rule to meet 
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the cases of members who had answered to their 
names, and had since left the Hall? 

The SPEAKER said there was nothing in the 
rules to meet those cases. 

Mr. ASHMUN, remarking that it was pertect- 
ly evident that the whole proceeding would end in 
a farce, moved that all further proceedings on the 
call be dispensed with. 

‘The motion, by yeas 24, nays 40, was rejected. 

So the House refused to suspend proceedings. 

Mr. HERRICK moved that the House adjourn, 
and asked the yeas and nays; which were refused, 
and the motion was rejected. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

The question recurred, and was taken on the 
amendment of Mr. Jacon ‘Thompson to the mo- 
tion of Mr. Dromeoore; and it was agreed to. 

‘The question recurring on the motion of Mr 
DromGoo.e, as amended, 

Mr. G. W. JONES moved that it be laid on 
the table. 

Mr. COBB inquired if the motion, should it pre- 
vail, would carry with it the proceedings on the 
call? 

| Several voices—** To be sure 
bor bill too.” 

The SPEAKER said he thought not. 

The question was then taken, and the motion, 
as amended, was laid on the table. 

And there was another 

Mr. TIBBATTS, satisfied, he said, that this 
proceeding would result in nothing, and would 
render the House ridiculous before the country, 
moved that the House do now adjourn. 

The yeas and nays were asked and ordered; 
and, beine taken, were—veas 34, nays 52. 

So the House refused to adjourn. : 

After some conversation between Messrs. 
WOODWARD, Mr. THOS. B. KUNG, and the 
SPEAKER, 

Mr. WOODWARD said he reecretted verv 
much what had taken place since he had risen and 
obtained the floor to address the committee. He 
had no idea that such a scene as had been wit 
nessed would have arisen, or he would not have 
given way fora motion that the committee rise. 
He had stepped to another seat to get his notes 
and papers, and in the meantime the committee 
had risen for want of a quorum. ‘This he regret- 
ted, as he was then and was now willing to eo on 
and make his speech; and he suggested that it 
were better now to stop the call, and for the House 
to go back into committee, and let him say what 
he had to say on the subject of the bill, even with- 
out the presence of a full quorum, than to be pros 
ecuting this bootless proceeding, out of which no 
good was likely to arise, 

‘The Sergeant-at-Arms, at twenty-five minutes to 
9 o’clock, reported certain members present under 
the order of the House. 

After some conversation, 

Mr. POLLOCK moved that all further proceed - 
ings on the call be dispensed with, which motion 
was rejected. 

A motion was made that the House adjourn: re- 
jected. 

The first member on the list of those reported by 
the Serreant-at-Arms, was Mr. Hararson, 

Whom the SPEAKER [ pro tem.| addressed as 
follows: 

Hvuen A. Hararson: You have been absent 
from this House without its leave, and contrary to 
its order. If you have any excuse to offer, you 
will now be heard. 

{The conclusion of this declaration was greeted 
with shouts of laughter. | 

The SPEAKER: If the order of this House is 
not preserved, the Speaker will be constrained to 
call members to order by their names. 

Mr. HARALSON was understood to say—Mr. 
Speaker: A friend of mine (I refer to one of the 
Senators from the State of Georgia) has had a sick 
child for the last week—lying, indeed, at the very 

oint of death. He has become very much ex- 
faasted from his attendance upon it. | left the 
House about the usual hour, expecting that an ad- 
journment would take place at the ordinary time. 
Knowing that the hour for the termination of the 
debate was fixed for to-morrow, and suspecting 
that there might be a call of the House, I requested 
a gentleman, (who it seems was absent,) in that 
event to make my apology to the House, and to 
say that [ felt it to be my duty to relieve my friend 
in his attendance on his sick child. This is my 


,’ and * The har 


ywuse, 





oe 


been a member of this House, and I have never 
before been thus arraigned. I wish to add, that 


at the very first warning I received that there had | 


been a call of the House, I came here. 
under arrest. 


I was not 


Mr. DROMGOOLE moved that Mr. Haratson | 


be discharged from arrest, and be permitted to take 
his seat without payment of fees. 

The motion was agreed to unanimously. 

So Mr. Hararson was discharged frem arrest, 
and took his seat without payment of fees. 

Mr. James Tuompson (the next on the list) 
was scarcely heard on the left of the Chair. 
But he was understood to say that he had left the 
House after five o’clock, feeling much indisposed; 
that before leaving the House he had consulted 
with a more experienced member as to the proba- 
bility of a call of the House, whose opinion was 
that there would not be one, but who had promised 
to send for him if a call should take place; that he 
had taken his tea and laid down, when he heard 
of the call of the House. 

After a brief conversation, 

Mr. ‘T'nompson, without payment of fees, was 
admitted to his seat. 

After some further conversation, 

A motion to suspend all further proceedings on 
the call was made, and the vote stood—ayes 40, 
noes 40, [a tie. | 

‘The Speaker [ pro tem.] voted in the negative. 

"The vote, therefore, stood—ayes 40, noes 41. 

So the House refused to suspend proceedings on 
the cull. 

Mr. Bepincer, (the next member on the list,) 
in exeuse, was understood to say: I went on 
Saturday night last to the county of Loudon to 
visit my children, a pleasure I had not indulged in 
since | left Virginia to attend to my duties here. 
I selected Saturday as the period of my visit that 
I might lose as little time as possible. " [Thad got 
out of the stage not more than ten minutes when 
the Sergeant-at-Arms came, and [ obeyed his call. 

Mr. Bepincer, without payment of fees, was 
admitted to his seat. 

A motion was now made that 
jyourn, 

‘The yeas and nays were asked and ordered, 
and, being taken, were—yeas 63, nays 41. 

So the House, at ten minutes past nine o’clock, 
adjourned. 


the House ad- 


IN SENATE. 
Tvespay, March 17, 1846. 


Mr. ALLEN presented the memorial of citizens 
of the county of Paulding, in the State of Ohio, 
praying a reduction in the price of the public lands 
in that county; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands. 

Mr. MANGUM presented the petition of New- 
bald M. Prickett & Company, asking the passage 
of a law to allow them to take out a patent for their 
discovery of a mode of cultivating the tea plant in 
the United States ; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Patents and the Patent Office, and order- 
ed to be printed. 

Mr. DIX presented a petition of citizens of Mon- 
roe county, New York, praying the abrogation of 
certain treaties made with the Seneca Indians; 
which was referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

Mr. D. also presented the petition of Halsted, 
Haines, & Company, importing merchants in New 
York, praying that certain duties illegally exacted 
of them by the collector of that port may be re- 
funded, which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. D. further presented the petition of owners 
and masters of vessels engaged in the navigation of 
the lakes, praying the improvement of the She- 
hoygan river; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

Mr. BREESE submitted an additional document 
in relation to the petition of R. H. Chapman and 
William S. Derring; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. TURNEY presented the petition of the 
widow of John T. King, praying compensation 
for the services of her late husband as pension 
agent in East Tennessee; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

_ Mr. ASHLEY submitted additional documents 
in support of the claim of Henry and G. R. Cheat- 
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excuse. This is the third session of which I have | 


ham; which were referred to the Committee of || 


| Claims. 


Mr. WOODBRIDGE presented the petition of || 
citizens of Michigan, praying the establishment of | 
a post-route from Niles to New Buffalo, in that | 
State; which was referred to the Committee on the | 
Post Office and Post Roads. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Mr. H. JOHNSON submitted the following res- | 
olution; which was agreed to: | 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be 
instructed to report to the Senate the condition of 
the new building intended for a marine hospital in 
New Orleans; the sum required to complete the 
building; the sum paid per month by the United 
States tor rent of the building now used as a ma- | 
rine hospital in that city; and also an account of || 
the expenses attending tue establishment per month, 
specifying the different items of the said expense. | 
Mr. J. further submitted the following resolu- || 
tion; which lies over: 

Resolved, ‘That the reporters of the Senate, who 
have seats assigned them, shall be furnished with 
one copy each of such documents, reports, &c., of 
which an extra number are furnished over the reg- || 
ular number printed by order of the Senate. 

Mr. ASHLEY submitted the following resolu- | 
tion; which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary | 
inquire into the expediency of extending the admi- 
ralty and maritime jurisdiction of the district courts | 
of the United States to cases arising in the naviga- 
ble waters of the United States. 

Mr. BAGBY submitted the following resolution; | 
which lies over: 

Resolved, That after Monday next, the Senate | 
will meet at eleven o’clock, a. m. 

Mr. BREESE submitted the following resolu- | 
tion; which les over: 

Resolved, ‘That the Secretary of the Treasury be, | 
and he is hereby, authorized and directed to cause |) 
the maps now in the room of the Committee on | 
Public Lands of the Senate, and compiled from the | 
actual surveys, to be finished, so as to render them 
useful for the purposes for which they were origin- 
ally intended: Provided, if the same canuot be fin- | 
ished with the force now at the disposal of the said 
Secretary in the General Land Oilice, then, and in 
that case, addiuonal force be employed for that 
purpose. 


Mr. SPEIGHT submitted the following resolu- 1} 
tion; which was agreed to: 

Resolved, ‘That the Committee on Commerce be | 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of making 
an appropriation to aid the State of Mississippi in 
rebuilding the marine hospital at Vicksburg. 

Mr. ASHLEY submitted the following reso- 
lution; which hes over: 

Resolved, ‘That hereafter the Senate will sit on 
Fridays until otherwise ordered, and will appro- 
priate that day exclusively to the consideration of 
the bills and joint resolutions in the general orders 
of the Senate, proceeding according to the order in 
which they stand thereon. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. ASHLEY, from the committee on the Ju- | 
diciary, submitted an adverse report upon the me- 
morials of the members of the bar of Philadelphia, | 
and also of New Jersey, in favor of distributing | 
the undrawn salary of the associate justice of the | 
Supreme Court for the eastern and western districts | 
of Pennsylvania and the district of New Jersey, 
among the district judges of these districts. 

Mr. A., from the same committee, reported a | 
bill for the relief of certain bail of Thaddeus P. 
Haskell, of the State of Vermont; which was read, || 
and passed to a second reading. 

Mr. PHELPS, from the Committee on Revolu- | 
tionary Claims, moved that the said committee be | 
discharged from the further consideration of the | 
petition of the heirsof Gustavus B. Horner; which | 
motion was agreed to. 

Mr. T. CLAYTON, from the same committee, 


the heirs of Major General William Alexander | 
Lord sings which report was ordered to be | 
yrinted. | 
: Mr. JARNAGIN, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, to which was referred ‘*A bill author- 
izing persons to whom reservations of land have 
been made under Indian treaties to alienate the 


|| Starritt and others; w 


| that the object of the bill was 


| of the value of these lands. 


_ would be taken without further debate. 
submitted an adverse report upon the petition of | 
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same in fee,’’ reported the same without amend. 
ment, and without any recommendation in relation 
thereto. 
Mr. J., also, from the same committee, submi;- 
ed an adverse report — the petition of Preston 
ich report was ordered to 
be printed. 
GENERAL ORDERS OF THE DAy. 


The Senate proceeded to the consideration of the 
resolution submitted several days since by My. 


| Dayton, calling upon the President of the United 


States to inform the Senate whether, in his judg- 


| ment, any circumstances connected with or grow- 

|| ing out of the present relations of the United § 
| call for an increase of the army or naval force of 
_ the United States; which was adopted. 


tates 


Mr, WESTCOTT moved that the prior orders 


| of the day be postponed, and that the Senate je. 
sume the consideration of the “ Bill to repeal the 


act requiring one of the judges of the circuit cour 
for the District of Columbia hereafter to reside 
Alexandria;*’ which motion was agreed to. 
The bill was considered as in committee of the 
whole, and reported back to the Senate withoy; 


In 


| amendment; when 


Mr. BREESE remarked that he considered j; 


|| his duty to say that the bill was opposed by the 


members of the bar and the citizens of Aleéxap. 
dria, and that he could see no good reason for jts 
repeal. 

Mr. ASHLEY stated, from information received 
from the clerk of the conrt, that in the three years 
last past, but thirty cases were brought under the 
cognizance of the court in question which required 
the presence of the judge in Alexandria; while du- 
ring five months of the year the duties of the office 
required him to be in this city. Under these cir- 


|} cumstances, the Committee on the Judiciary coy- 


sidered it unreasonable in the citizens of Alexan- 
dria to oppose the repeal of the law referred to, and 
had therefore reported in favor of the same. 

Mr. SPEIGHT suggested to the chairman of 
the Judiciary Committee that the probability of a 
recession of Alexandria to the State of Virginia 
was another argument in favor of the repeal of the 
law. 

Mr. ASHLEY was obliged to differ upon this 
point with the gentleman from Mississippi, [Mr. 
Speicut.] He did not suppose that the retroces- 
sion alluded to would take place, as such a course 
would by many be feared as presenting at a future 
day an argument for the removal of the seat of 
government to the West. 
~ After some further remarks upon the subject, 
submitted by Senators WESTCOTT and MIL 
LER, the bill was ordered to be engrossed fora 
third reading. 

On motion of Mr. SEVIER, the bill was imme- 


diately read a third time, and passed. 


On motion of Mr. DICKINSON, the prior order 


_was further postponed, and the Senate resumed 
_ the consideration of the joint resolution for the re- 
lief of Peter Gorman; which was read a third time, 
and passed. 


INTERNAL IMPROVEMENTS. 
On motion of Mr. SPEIGHT, the Senate re- 


|| sumed the consideration of the bill to apply certain 
alternate sections of the public domain towards the 
completion of the works of internal improvement 

in the State of Michigan, and for other purposes, 
| as in committee of the whole. 


Mr. BAGBY objected to the bill, because its ef- 


| fect would be to increase the price of the public 
|| lands. 
|| should be reduced. 


eneral wish that this price 
e also objected, because the 
bill did, in effect, if not in terms, make an appro- 

riation from the treasury for the purpose of ma- 
ee internal improvements in the State of Michi- 


There was a 


| gan. 


Mr. SPEIGHT replied, in defence of the bill, 
to increase the value 
of the public lands, and he had never before heard 
that the people of the West desired a depreciation 
He hoped the vote 


Mr. BAGBY adverted to a remark which he 


had heard from a Senator from Michigan, that the 


treasury would be reimbursed for this grant by the 
increased value which would be given to the pub- 
lic lands in the State. He gave the Senator from 
| Mississippi credit for his discovery of a difference 
between price and value, and repeated his objec- 
tions to the bill. 
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fter some remarks upon the bill submitted by 
Pe BAGBY and SPEIGHT, 
Mr. NILES called for the yeas and nays. 
Mr. YULEE said that he was favorable to the 
entire cession of the —_ lands to the respective 
States within which t 


tions of them to the States from time to time; but 
he was disinclined to special legislation in all cases 


in which it was avoidable. If the Senate is dis- | 
yosed to take favorable action upon measures or | 


the description under consideration, let it be by an 
act which shall have eee and universality 
in its operation, and which shall proceed upon 
some system. Let there be a bill passed giving to 
each of the States the alternate sections within a 
space of five miles on each side of any railroad or 
eanal which it may construct at any time hereafter, 
or which may be now in progress. He was dis- 


posed to be liberal to the utmost towards the new | 


States—he was from a new State himself. He 
wished, also, to know upon what principles these 
pills rested. He desired to settle down upon the 
exact constitutional basis for this legislation before 
he voted, lest he might find himself entrapped into 
the support of measures hereafter to which he 
might have scruples. The very persuasive char- 
acter of this class of bills to amember from a new 
State, as he was, rendered it necessary for him to be 
more strict in trying its propriety. Now, what is 


the principle upon which the bills of thisclass stand? || 
Is it simply of liberality to the States? Then ex- || 
tend a uniform liberality to each by a general bill. | 
Is it that, as a landholder, the Government is ben- | 


efited by the proposed improvement to the extent 


of the proposed contribution? Then let us see || 


that each case is capable of resting upon this prin- 
ciple. Now, what is the fact in reference to one of 
these bills—the Illinois bill? The quantity grant- 
ed appears by the mney to be several hundred 
thousand acres more than all the public land now 
unsold within the space of five miles on each side 
of the projected improvement. I wish to know if 
the case is the same in regard to the bill more im- 
mediately before the Senate. He had addressed 
an inquiry to the General Land Office with this 
view, to which he was promised a reply as soon 
as it can ae peeeres: fe would therefore prefer 
to be obliged by a postponement of the matter until 
he obtained the desired information. He was in- 


clined to vote for it. Indeed, he might say he was | 
anxious to do so. He must confess that the re- | 


ports in these cases, especially that of the gentle- 
juan from Ilinois, had impressed him favorably; 
and he hoped the matter might not be pressed to a 
vote now, as he desired to have all the light in his 
power before he cast his vote. 

Before any question was taken, 


Mr. BENTON moved that 5,000 additional 


copies of the report of the special committee of 


the Senate, appointed to investigate the charges of |, 


corruption made by the “ Daily Times,”’ be print- 
ed for the use of the Senate; which was agreed 
to. 

[A message in writing was received from the 
President of the United States. ] 


Mr. JOHNSON of Louisiana moved that the |, 
Senate resume the consideration of the special or- | 


der; which was agreed to. 
SPECIAL ORDER—“ THE NOTICE.”’ 


The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 
of the special order, “‘ the notice,’’ &c. 


Mr. BERRIEN addressed the Senate. He said: | 
lam glad that it has fallen to my lot to participate || 
in this discussion at a moment when the cloud || 
which seemed to be lowering over its commence- | 


i \ : | might have presented that subject to us, and sub- | 
ment is passing away; and a brightening horizon || 


discloses more distinctly to our view the objects 
around us. Time, reflection, and intervening 
events have given us a more accurate view of our 
pores trust a clearer conception of our duty. 

avail myself of the occasion to state as briefly as 


I may the impression which this subject has made | 


upon my mind. Sir, the resolution which is pre- 
sented to the consideration of the Senate professes 
to be responsive to a call made by the President of 
the United States. Its purpose is to answer and to 


give effect to the recommendations which the Pres- | 
ident has made on the subject to which it relates. | 


The nature and character of the resolution, there- 
fore, are to be determined by looking at the cause 
to which it gives practical operation and effect. 
Now, sir, the purpose of the ident of the Uni- 


ey are; and he could, there- | 
fore, have no objection toa grant ofany lesser por- | 





|| ted States in asking from Congress an authority 
|| to give the notice which this resolution proposes 
|| to give, is distinctly announced in his Message, 
and is with a view to the assertion, peaceably or 
forcibly, as the occasion may require, of our tide 
to the whole of what has been called in this de- 
bate the territory of Oregon. To my mind, this 
|| presents a very grave question. It is a question 
| involving the highest interests of twenty millions of 
people, which, so far as our constitutional powers 
and duties extend, are committed to our guardian- 
ship. It may disturb the a of the world. Now, 
upen such a question, all mere declamation must 
be out of place. Excited appeals to our sense of 
/ national honor and to our patriotrism; denuncia- 
tions, with a view to inflame the passions, of the 
arrogance and importance of Great Britain; and in- 


flammatory representations of our. own prowess, | 


with the view to urge us into a contest, seem to me 
not appropriate to the question or the occasion. It 
is vain to attempt to influence the judgment of any 
' man who has mind enough to exercise his own 
judgment, and ‘‘nerve’’ enough todo its bidding, by 
appeals of this description. Who so insensible to 
| the calls of his own honor who does not agree, 
| and agreeing regret, that it may sometimes be ne- 
cessary to vindicate the honor of the nation on 
| the battle-field? And who does not know, and 
knowing rejoice, that a bloody hand is not the 
| only symbol of national honor? And loud ap- 
peals we have had about ‘ patriotism”? in the dis- 
cussion of this question before the Senate of the 
United States! Why, truly, patriotism is a vir- 
tue which it becomes freemen especially to cher- 
\| ish; but what American Senator, what American 
| citizen requires to be reminded of his duty in that 
| respect? And the “ arrogance of Great Britain” 
to excite our feelings when our judgments are 
called into exercise! Well, it may be that arro- 
vance is characteristic of the Anglo-Saxon race. 
Penis quarrel with no man who would affirm 
that; and yet, speaking for myself, 1 should be 
ashamed to say that I had seen any exhibition of 
that quality ia the recent correspondence of the 
3ritish Plenipotentiary. And then the ‘* impo 
tence’? of Great Britain! That is a subject for 
| the speculations of political philosophers, who 
may see in her extended empire sown broadcast 
the seeds of her future, pone her speedy disso- 
lution. But how does that concern us now in the 
discussion of this question? We know, unless 
we close our eyes to the evidence of facts before 
us, that Great Britain is at this moment in the 
fulness of her strength, competent to inflict a blow 
which it would require all our energy to repel. 
That, with a view to this question, is all that con- 
| eerns us to know. But, forsooth, we can rush 


us! Sir, Lam not one to depreciate the capacity 
of my countrymen in peace orin war. But if we 
| are to be forced into this conflict, I pray gentle- 
| men not to enter into it trusting to the impotence 


city rather to endure than to inflict a blow. I hope 
|| we shall not rely upon our own magic power to 


| extract sunbeams out of cucumbers; or, what is 


| 

| into men-of-war. Now, sir, these considerations 
|| seem to me to be all out of place in the discussion 
|| of a grave question of this sort. If the President 


into this war because we are prepared, or can be | 
instantly prepared to win the triumphs that await | 
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| of Great Britain, unless we should prove our capa- | 


almost equivalent to that, to convert packet-ships | 


| of the United States desired to consult the Sen- | 


| ate upon a question affecting, in a large degree, 
| all its great interests, he had before him the ex- 
| ample of the most illustrious of all his prede- 
cessors pointing out the mode in which he 


jected it to a free and unfettered discussion. I | 


| am not going into the investigation of any consti- | 


| pursue a different course. The foreign relations | 
| of the country are thus subjected to public discus- | 


| sion. I acquiesce in that which is acquiesced in | 
by others. I entertain no vain hope, under the 
exciting questions which are presented to us— || 


| while we are, as gentlemen tell us, fulfilling our | 


| destiny, and extending the area of freedom—that 
_the various departments of this Government can 
be confined within the limits which the Constitu- 
tion has assigned to them; that in its practical 
operations it will realize in this regard the hopes 


| too clearly indicate to us that the checks and bal- 
|, ances which the makers of our Constitution 


| 
| 
| 
tutional principles. The President has chosen to | 
| 
| 


of its friends. No, sir. The signs of the times | 


«il 


thought they had created must yield to an exter- 
nal impulse, falsely denominated the will of the 
American people; and that, while we have a Gov- 
ernment admirably balanced in the paper muni- 
ment of our title to the liberties we enjoy, we are, 
in fact, in the fulfilment ef our destiny, to have a 
Government of popular impulses, excited by po- 
litical leaders—an Gacspenelealintedl y, of which 
the seat and centre is to be the Congress of the 
United States—the principles and the practice of 
which are not to be sought in the Constitution of 
the United States, but are to be successively an- 
nounced to us under the edicts of party conventi- 
cles. And already, sir, here in the Senate of the 
United States, we have had our first lesson, in the 
resolutions of the Baltimore convention formally 
recited in this chamber, and urged upon US as a 
rule of conduct for the President of the United 
States, and a majority of the Senate. I can only 
Say, upon such a subject, that I rejoice that | am 
enabled to adopt as my motto—non hic in fiedera! 
—acknowledging no obligation which binds me to 
the assertion or to the maintenance of any meas- 
ure which does not correspond with my own 
judgment as to the interests of the country of 
which Iam a citizen, and the constituents whom 
I have in part the honor to represent. I hold nvy- 
self free to enter into the discussion of this ques- 
tion, absolved from any other obligation beyond 
what | owe to God and the Constitution of my 
country. Sir, the American people, since the 
commencement of the present session of Congress, 
have been startled by the intelligence that they are 
on the eve of war. In the exeited debates which 
have taken place here and elsewhere, they have 
seen grounds for that apprehension; and now if 
it is momentarily sdiegall they look to you, sir, 
they look to this chamber, for that final and de- 
cisive relief which will put an end to their ap- 
prehension. ‘They expect from us not declama- 
tion—not inflammatory appeals. They expect 
from us a calm, dispassionate consideration of 
this subject, and such a deliberate judgment as that 
consideration would lead us to form. ‘The chair- 
man of the Committee on Foreign Relations [Mr. 
Aen] tells us that the season for this is past; 
that the time for action has arrived; that we stand 
commited to assert our right to the whole of Oregon, 
peaceably or forcibly, as the occasion may require. 
And, speaking of the resolution, he says: ‘1 know 
this body, and I know that this resolution will 
pass, ma pass easily. I care not what speeches 
may be made against it, it will pass.’’ Well, 
where, sir, is it that such a declaration is made ? 
Is this the Senate of the United States ?—~or ts it the 
old Parliament of Paris revived? Have we really 
entered upon the formal consideration of a ques- 
tion vitally affecting all our great interests ?>—have 
we entered upon the consideration of such a ques- 
tion with a foregone conclusion? And is the hum- 
ble office which the Senate of the United States has 


_ to perform, not to advise, not to deliberate, not to 


decide—but to register a Presidential edict? Is that 
the office which is allotted to us? Sir, the honora- 
ble Senator deceives himself. The minor questions 
of party may thus be arranged; and even in that 
case not always is the attempt successful. But this 
is not a party question. The resolution submitted 
by the honorable Senator from Kentucky, ({Mr. 


| CRITTENDEN,]| the calm and practical argument of 


the Senator from Delaware [Mr. J. M. Cravron] 
at an early stage of the debate, the position occu- 


| pied by various Senators on the other side of this 


chamber, all of them assure us—all these consider- 
ations assure us that the motives by which Sena- 


| tors are actuated on this occasion have their origin 


in a region far purer than that in which the mere 
partisan dwells. 

Mr. ALLEN. In the speech which I had the 
honor to deliver in the course of this discussion, I 
believe there was not one solitary word which had 
the design or effect of making this a party question 
—not one solitary syllable; and if that speech has 
received such a direction, it has not been by my 
hand. In making the declaration that the resolu- 
tion would pass, I had no reference whatever to 
the predominance of the one or the other party in 
this Senate. I spoke from my conviction of what 
would be the conviction of the Senate when the 


| whole case was laid before its members. 


Mr. BERRIEN. I receive with great pleasure 
the explanation of the honorable Senator from 
Ohio. If I have been misled, it has been by the 
declaration that this resolution would pass, no 
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matter what speeches were made against it—what- 
ever array of fact or arrument should be ranged 
avraist it, that it would pass, If that be 80, I ber 
to inquire whether that declaration was intended 
to exprees the deliberate decision of the Senate; 
and when the honorable Senator appeals to us, or 
states to us, that we are committed to the asser- 
tion of our title 
ted by the declaration of the President, and the 
resolutions of the Baltimore convention—to whom 
he ‘To the Senate of the United 
Staten, or to a portion of that body ? I say again, 
whatever may be the views of others—and on that 
I say nothing, for | take at its full value the decla- 
ration made by the Senator from Ohio—but I say 
for myself, that this is not a party question, nor a 
‘ion for party or individual dictation. It 
pot a question on whieh any man has a right to 

me for himself that superiority of moral and 
intellectual power W hich enables him to prescribe 
n standard by which the patriotism and the *‘nerve 
if 


: 


to the whole of Oreron—commit- 


does appeal ? 


ue is 
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of other Senators are to be measured. ‘To all pre- 


tensions of this sort, the answeris simple, and 

it is emphatic—look at houwe—vorace your own 
ss . ss? 

‘nerves "*—cherish your own ‘* patriotism “— 


ruard the avenues to error in your own bosom— 
and be content, if, having done this, you can faith- 
tully discharee your own duty, leaving to others 
thetr proper responsibility. { take it, therefore, 
that in entering upon the examination of this ques- 
tion, Lam free to consider all the issues which it 
wesents; that | am unfettered by any previous ob- 
liration, and unrestrained by any party considera- 
tions. but l difficulty in 
opinions which have been expressed by various 
‘ i am told that this subject 1s not open 
to unfettered discussion; that | may not speak un- 
le view the title of the 
\ to territory of Orevon, I am 


called upon to exercise an act of yudement by giv- 


' 
nere encounter a the 


menators 


with the of a 


nited 


38 
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ing my vote in relation to a question in which the 

( ric mn of our title to this territory may lead us 
ito war; Lam told that | may not investigate 
th qin 8 Which constitute the very elements 
of the subject under discussion! W hy, if we 


re to assert our ttie to the whole territory of 


Oregon; if we are to assert, if need be, by torce 
of arms, the strength or the weakness of our 
titte—the extent, or the limit within which it 
will be prudent, and mght, and proper, to entorce 
it—and since we propose, under a certain con- 
tingency, to assert it by force of arms—the strength 
or weakness of our means of so asserting it 
are necessarily elements of the question under 


consideration. Yet we hear it said by the Senator 
from Delaware, | Mr. Ciayton,]} and also by the 
Senator from Massachusetts, |Mr. Wesster,| in 
the use of a strong expression, as it strikes ime, 
rather cal« ulated to indicate a reluctance to enter 
into this discussion while rit rouations were pend- 
than manifesting his determination not to do 
so, if his sense of duty should require 1—I hear it 
said by both those Senators that this is not the 
proper occasion for discussing this tile. No man 
vieids a more willing tribute vo the intelligence and 
forecast of those honorable Senators than | do; 
wend yet I confess my judgment concurs rather 
with the plain and simple exposition or my duty 
miven by the honorable Senator from Missouri, 
who sits nearest me, |Mr. Arcuison.}] If any 
Senator belicves that his duty requires him to ex- 
pose the weakness of our ute, he is bound to do 
so, and so prevent, as far as in his power, his 
country from engaging mM an unnecessary, and, 
what in that case wouid be, an unjust war. bor 
myself, I shall not find it necessary to go into an 
examination of the ttle in all its extent; but to the 
extent which I find it necessary for the purpose of 
presenting my views clearly to the Senate, | shall 
hesitation to go, perfectly willing, if de- 
nunciation is to follow, to encounter it, and under 
the belief that | should have lived worse than in 
vain if, in the discharge of my duty as an Ameri 
can Senator, I am not to speak the truth to my 
countrymen, even though it should be uttered in 
the hearing of their adversaries, Sir, in my opin- 
ion, this duty has become the more imperative, 
because the discussions of this subject here and 
elsewhere have been calculated to produce false 
impressions on the public mind. ‘They have been 
calculated to place Senators who cannot concur in 
the ultra measures which this resolution contem- 
plates in a talse posiuon, which they are not bound 
to preserve mM sSilepce 
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It is said that our title to the vast territory which | 


intervenes between the Rocky mountains and the 
Pacifie—between the 42d partial and 40 minutes be- 
yond the 54th degree of north latitude—is * clear 
and unquestionable ;’’ that it cannot be denied; that 
it is an act of treason to compromise it; that it can- 
not be submitted to the arbitrament of a friendly tri- 
bunal—even one constituted as we shall desire. | 


a vast wilderness, inhabited, in the most part, by 
aboriginal tribes; and that the contest between 
Great Britain and the United States really is, as to | 
their priority of right, to wrest this territory from 
its aboriginal inhabitants. ‘The people of the Uni- 
ted States have been told that their claim to this 
territory is undoubted; that Great Britain has not 
a scintilla of right; that her claim is lawless and 
prosecuted in we spirit of arrogance; and that the 
energy and patriotism of the American people are 
summoned to resist it. They are told that not 
merely our national rights, but our national honor 
—our national character—are involved in this con- 
troversy; and that unless we proceed to those ultra 
measures which gentlemen require, that honor and 
that character will be sacrificed. Now, if these 
thines be true, why is the President inactive? If 
they are not true, why is he silent? Whether true 
or false, Mr. President, if these impressions can 
be made upon the public mind—if these opinions 
can be received by the American people—the feel- 
ing Which they awaken is an obvious one. That 
feeling will require from Great Britain an uncon- 
ditional and absolute surrender of her rights, or 
will demand from us the enforcement of our own. 
in that event war would be—to adopt the adjec- 
tive which the Senator from Michigan has discard- 
ed—war would be * inevitable.’’ ‘Then the ques- 
tion is, can we in the discharge of our constitution- 
al duty do anything to avert these consequences? 
It seems to me to be within the scope of the consti- 
tutional power of the Senate to accomplish that ob- 
ject. It seems to me that a calm and dispassionate 
consideration of this subject will lead us to a con- 
clusion, the effect of which will be the preservation 
of the peace of the country. And I think that our 
first duty will be to strip this subject of the gloss 
which has been given to it—of that coloring which 
has been imparted to it, and which iscalculated un- 
duly to arouse the feelings of the American people. 
They are told that the national honor is involved; 
that the national soil is attempted to be wrested 
from them. ‘They are told that our title to this ter- 
ritory is “‘ unquestionable.” Strip this subject of 
these representations—present it to the American 
people in its true condition, and then they will 
be disposed to calm, dispassionate and peaceful 
action. j 
How is the national honor involved in the set- | 
tlement of our conflicting claims to this territory ? 
How is the national character affected by the de- 
termination of a question of boundary between 
Great Britain and us in regard to the territory of 
Oregon? And what is our undoubted title to this 
territory? Sir, in my humble judgment, it is an 
utter perversion of language to assert that either 
Great Britain or the United States possess an un- 
doubted ttle to this property. There is no prin- 
ciple of national law—there is no law human or 
divine, which can be applied to the facts of this 
case, which will sustain the assertion that we have 
aclearand undoubted title. We haveclaims which, 
duly prosecuted, will eventuate in the acquisition of 
a title; and those claims to the extent to which they 
are sustained by the principle of law and the facts 
of the case, we are bound to assert and maintain. 
But what is our title, or that of Great Britain, to 
this land—to this vast extent of territorv in the 
possession of these aboriginal tribes ? Why, she 
and we, and those under whom we claim, have 
sailed along this coast—have landed here and there 
—have made occasional settlements—have traded 
with the natives—have explored a river, and made 
a settlement on its banks; and this the American 
people are told has given them an undoubted title 
—an undoubted property in that whole territory ? 
Why, what are the elements of that title? They 
have neither possession, the right of possession, 
nor the right of property, nor a jurisdiction. In 
the absence of all these, 1s it not perversion of lan- 
guage to assert, that either of those contending 
ties has an undoubted ttle to this property ? 
have not possession—I mean of course exclusive | 
possession, which is necessary to maintain exclu- 
sive title—you have not possession, for your pos- 
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session is the possession of Great Britain—her 
possession is ours. You have not the right of pos- 
session. You cannot acquire it. The convention 


forbids it. You have not the right of property in 


| the soil; that everybody agrees belongs to the ab. 
| origines until their title be extinguished. You ma 


acquire this title when you shall have legitimate 
acquired possession by force or fraud, or hon 


‘This territory is not described—as in truth it is— || compromise, as either we or Great Britain, taking 


| engaged in a contest for our own soil, is 
_ judgment, to misrepresent to them this 


j 


ly 
est 


the various precedents in the history of both coun. 
tries, may choose to adopt the one or the other 
course. Butin the meantime to assert that we have 
an undoubted title to this property—to inflame the 
American mind by the representation that we are 
»in my 


} whole sy}. 
ject. 


Sir, the contest between Great Britain and the 
United States is a struggle for priority of right to 


| trample upon the rights of these aborigines: and 


is it for such a prize that two great and Chris. 
tian nations are disposed to put in jeopardy all 
their great and essential interests? Iam not wil- 
ling to deliver to the Senate any homily upon abo- 
riginal rights. I know the principle by which the 
law of nations authorizes the acquisition of terri- 
tory, in the manner in which we are preparing to 
acquire this territory. I know that the earth was 
given for the habitation of man, and that as a con- 


| sequence of the primeval curse it must he cultivated, 


and that when people are too closely pent up, they 
will find outlets into some eontiguous and more 
convenient positions. Adl this may be admitted; 
but what I desire to do is, to divest this subject of 
the character given to it as a contest for our ow! 
soil—as a contest for a portion of our own Union 
—as a struggle with a foreign Power in defence of 
our firesides and our homes—of our domestic al- 
tars and our household gods. Sir, that is not the 
character of this controversy. We and Great 
Britain are seeking to acquire title to the territory 
of Oregon, and the question is, which has the pri- 
ority of right to make .that acquisition, not who 
has made it?) The question is, whether, in the ac- 


| quisition of right to that territory, we shall be al- 


lowed to cover its whole extent; or whether, cir- 
cumscribing our pretensions within specific limits, 


| the residue shall be open to the pretensions of 


Great Britain? The subject thus presented in this 


/ aspect to the consideration of the American peo- 


ple, will receive their calm and dispassionate de- 
liberation. When they understand that not their 
homes, not their firesides, are invaded, but that 
there is a mere question about our priority of right 


| with Great Britain to acquire a foreign and distant 


territory now in the possession of aboriginal tribes, 


| they will say that the United States has rights in 


| but that the national honor is not involvec 


that view of the subject which may be maintained, 
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the national character is not involved—that it 1s 
a question which is to be adjusted by compromise 
and in the spirit of peace, and not by carelessly 
rushing upon all the calamities of war. It is in 


| this aspect that I desire to present this subject to 
' the consideration of the Senate, and through the 
| Senate to the country, so as to prepare the way for 


two propositions, for which I mean to contend. If 
this were a question affecting our own soil—if it 


| were a question relating to any part of this Union 


—if it were a question relating to any spot within 
the limits of the United States, over which the stars 
and stripes of the Union extend their protective 
influence—if it were a question in which the na- 


‘tional character and honor were involved,—why, 


/as a subject of compromise. 


it would be vain for any Senator to present that 
Will you compro- 
mise a question which regards your right to your 
home? Will you compromise a question which 
involves your own honor or your own char- 
acter? No. But if the question relates merely to 
the acquisition of a foreign territory—to measures 
which are to be taken for the assertion of a priori- 
ty of claim—that is a question which the Ameri- 
can people will readily recognise as a fit subject 
for compromise. And now, having brought my 
judgment to the conclusion that this is the true as- 
pect in which this question is to be presented—that 


| it is properly the subject of compromise—l submit 
| to the consideration of the Senate, and through the 


Senate to the country, two propositions, which 
propose very briefly to discuss. 


he first of these is, sir, that from the time of 


_ our earliest negotiations on this subject, down toa 


very recent period, we have ourselves, and of our 








